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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th January, 1978 

S.O, 586, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Krishnadas Chattopadhyay, Syamsundarpara, P.O. 
Kalna, District Burdwan, West Bengal State, a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Lok Sabha from 
40-Katwa Parliamentary constituency, held In March, 1977 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, after considering the representation made 
by the said candidate, the Election Commission is further 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for the 
failure ; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Krishnadas Chattopadhyay to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the date 
of this order. 

[No. WB-HP/40/77] 
P. B. DUTTA, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 6th February, 1978 

8 . 0 . 587 . — In pursuance of section 106 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment of the High 
Court of Kerala dated 15 November, 1977, in FJection 
Petition No, 5 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT : 

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE N. D, P. 
NAMBOODIRIPAD. 

Tuesday, the 15th November, 1977 /24th Kartika 1899. 

Election Petition No. 5 of 1 977 

PETITIONER : 

S.C.S. Menon, Mathrusmarana, 30/1687, M, G. Road. 
Cochin- 16. 

By Advs. M/s. Thampan Thomas & P. K. Behanan. 
RESPONDENTS : 

1. A. C. George, Ambat House, Edappally P.O., Ema- 

kulam District. 

2. C. K. Balakrishnan, Chirayath House P.O. Aranattu- 

kara, Trichur. 

3. V. Raghvan Pillai, Valiyaveetil House, Irinjalakuda. 

4. P. D. Varkey alias Varkey Master, Puthanpally, 

Chengal P.O., Kalady. 

R1 by Advs, M/s. C. K. Sivasankara Panicker, 
M, Ramachandran, A. C. Jose, U. K. Ramakrishnart 
& T. K. Jayaroin. 

The Election Petition having been heard on 11-1 1-1977 in 
the presence of M/s, Thampan Thomas and P. K. Behanatt 
Advocates for the petitioner and of M/s. C. K. Sivasankara 
Panicker, M. Ramachandran, A. C. Jose, U. K. Ramakrishnan 
& T. K. Jayaram Advocates for the 1st respondent and 
respondents 2 & 4 being absent and declared ex parte the 
Court on 15-11-1977 delivered the following: — 

JUDGMENT 

In the elections held to the Lok Sabha the petitioner 
and respondents 1 to 4 contested as candidates from the 
No, 1 Mukundapuram Parliamentary Constituency. The 
Returning Officer was the District Collector, Trichur. The 
symbols allotted to the petitioner and the respondents were 
respectively, “two leaves” ; "cow and calf" ; “balance” ; 
"kuruvi" and "bicycle". The parliamentary constituency con- 
sisted of 7 assembly constituencies mentioned in paragraph 3 
of the petition. The polling took place on 19-3-1977 and the 
counting was on 20-3-1977 at the centres mentioned in para- 
graph 4 of the petition. The 1st respondent was declared 
elected on the ground that he obtained the miximum number 
of votes, namely 22J095 as against the votes obtained by 
the petitioner namely 220875, 8515 votes were rejected as 
invalid. According to the petitioner there were serious dis- 
crepancies in the counting. The ballot papers of both the 
assembly and parliamentary constituencies which were kept 
in one and the same box were sorted out from about 
8.00 a.m. and the counting were arranged to be done at 15 
tables. After sorting on the basis of colour, the votes for 
the Parliamentary constituency and those for the Assembly 
were bundled into 25 each and kept in a big barrel. The 
process of counting started at about 2.00 p.m. Six trays were 


kept on each table, and the ballot papers given in bundles 
of 25 each were sorted out and given in favour of each! 
candidate were put in separate trays, and one tray was for 
invalid votes. Thereafter each candidate’s votes were counted 
and arranged into bundles of 50 each. According to the 
petitioner in various tables the bundles containing the votes 
In favour of the 1st respondent were only 45, while the 
bundles of the petitioner contained 55 votes. The result 
was an inflation of the votes obtained by the 1st respon- 
dent and a reduction from the votes actually obtained by 
the petitioner. This defect was pointed out by the count- 
ing agents of the petitioner to the counting supervisor at 
the proper time with no result, The counting supervisors 
were appointed on the basis of the choice made by the 
1st respondent was a Minister of State for Industry and 
Civil Supplies in the Government of India, and also a 
leader of the then ruling party both at the centre and in 
the State of Kerala. The selection of counting officers and 
supervisors were made from a list given by' an association 
called the N.G.O. Association owing allegiance to the 
Indian National Congress. Votes validly polled in the 
name of the petitioner were counted along with the 1st 
respondent's votes or were being rejected as invalid votes. 
The instructions given in the Handbook published by the 
Election Commission were not complied with. There was 
difference between the total votes counted for the Assembly 
constituencies and the parliamentary constituency ; and a 
few instances are given in paragraphs 7 and 8 of, the peti- 
tion. Most of the rejected votes were really valid votes 
polled in favour of the petitioner. There were irregulari- 
ties in the matter of counting and acceptance of postal 
votes, which number 1231. There were differences in the 
number noted in the relevant records. After entering the 
results in Form No. 20, the Returning Officer did not 

give sufficient time to the candidates to file objections 

thereby violating statutory provision as well as paragraph 
22 of the Handbook issued by the Election Commission. 
At the time of counting votes there was failure of lighting, 
arrangement in Vadakkekkara. Angamaly and Perumbavoor 
and that opportunity was availed of for tempering with the 
bundles. There were thus many irregularities in counting 
Of votes. 

2. It is alleged by the petitioner that the 1st respondent 
was guilty of corrupt practices. Mala Asssembly consti- 
tuency was part of the relevant Parliamentary constituency. 
The Home Minister of Kerala State contested from Mala 
constituency. Both the 1st respondent and the Home Minis- 
ter used their ministerial position in the election campaign. 
They transferred officers against government order 
No. GO. (P) 3/77/Elec, dated 3 1 1-1977. The 1st res- 
pondent influenced Mahendra and Mahandra, Bombay, a 
jeep manufacturing company, to send eight jeeps for the 
election campaign and these jeeps were used in the consti- 
tuency wilhout any registration and without observing any 
regulation under the Motor Vehicles Act. Vehicles were 
procured by the 1st respondent from various govern- 
mental, quasi-govcrnmental authorities and also from third 
parties to whom he promised to confer favours. Since 
Homo Minister of the Kerala State was contesting from 
Mala Assembly constituency a large number of police- 
men were stationed there oven during the election period 
and the opposite candidates were prevented from conduct- 
ing public meeting and expressing their opinion freely. 
The police officers used to threaten (he people who address 
in the meeting of the petitioner. Because emergency was 
in force even on the date of the election the opposition 
party workers could not carry out their election campaign 
whereas the government machinery was completely used 
by the 1st respondent. Many workers of the petitioner 
were threatened with detention under the MISA and one 
Sri M. N. P. Nair was one among those who were so 
threatened. In areas where Christians were in the majority 
pamphlets were published using the name of Rev. 
Dr. Joseph Kunduknlam, the Bishop of Trichur. Pamphlets 
were published appealing to the voters not to vote for 
the petitioner. Foundation stones were laid in the name of 
companies for influencing the public, and the 1st respon- 
dent also gave money to the voters. In certain polling sta- 
tions in Chalakkudy assembly constituency ballot papers 
were not issued to the parliamentary seats, The reliefs 
prayed for are : 

(1) to order a recounting of the votes polled by the 

respective candidates ; 

(2) to order scrutiny of the votes polled including the 

invalid votes ; 
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(3) to declare that the petitioner has received the 

majority of the valid votes polled” in tlie above- 

mentioned parliamentary constituency ; 

(4) to set aside the election of the 1st respondent as 

he has adopted corrupt practices in the election ; 

and 

(5) to declare that the election of the 1st respondent 

is invalid and void. 

3. In answer to the summons from the court the 1st 
and 3rd respondents entered appearance. Respondents 2 
and 4 were declared ex parte. The 1st respondent tiled a 
written statement raising the following contentions. Since 
the petition has been filed not by the petitioner or his 
agent, there was no proper presentation and consequently, 
the petition is liable to be dismissed under section 86(1 ) 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (herein- 
after referred to as the Act). Another infirmity attached to the 
petition is that it does not comply with the requirements 
stipulated under the proviso to section 83(1) of the Act. 
The maintainability of the petition is challenged also on 
the ground that since the commission of corrupt practice 
is alleged in the petition, this court has no jurisdiction 
to entertain or decide the petition in view of article 103 
of the Constitution. In view of the amendment of articles 
102 and 103 of the Constitution, sections 98 to 100 of 
the Act are no longer in force and that question cannot 
be decided by this court in view of article 131(A) and 
228(A) of the Constitution. Counting of votes for the 
Kodungalloor Assembly cnostituency was conducted at 
Government School, Kodungalloor and not at Government 
Boys’ School, Alwaye as stated in the petition. It is correct 
that counting took place on 20-3-1977. The 1st respon- 

dent was declared elected at 11.15 A.M. on 21-3-1977 and 
not in the early morning of 21-3-1977. There was no 
discrepancy in the counting of votes as a result of impio- 
per arrangement and malpractices as wrongly and vaguely 
alleged in paragraph 6 of the petition. The averments in 
paragraph 6 of the petition are denied, and paragraph 1 1 
of the written statement sels out as to what transpired. 
The 1st respondent denies the allegation that on various 

tables the bundles which were made out in favour of this 
respondent consisted of only 45 ballot papers whereas 
the bundles made in favour of the petitioner contained 
55 ballot papers and more. The allegation that this 
irregularity was pointed out by the concerned counting 
agent to (he counting supervisor is absolutely false. The 
1st respondent was not in a position to influence the 
Counting staff. The 1st respondent was Minister of State 
for Civil Supplies and Co-operation and not for Indus- 
tries and Civil Supplies. The respondent was not the leader 
of the then ruling party in the centre and the ruling 

front in Kerala, The 1st respondent is not aware that the 
counting staff was appointed from among the members of 
the N.G.O. Association. The 1st respondent is not aware 
of any association of the N.G.Os led by the Indian 

National Congress. The allegation that the ballot papers, 
which were validly marked for the petitioner were put 
in favour of the 1st respondent or among invalid votes is 
false, The allegation that the Returning Officer who sat at 
the central table never cared to have a random check of 
the ballot papers is denied. The instructions contained in 
the Handbook published bv the Election Commission of 
India were strictly complied with by the officers. The 
allegations in paragraph 7 of the petition are incorrect. 
The discrepancy, if any, has not affected the results of the 
election. The allegations in paragraph 8 are misleading. 
The allegation in paragraph 9 of the petition that the 
petitioner’s valid votes were rejected and included in 
invalid votes is denied. No complaint of anv sort had 
been raised at the time of scrutiny of the hallot papers. 
The allegation that the postal votes in Vadakkekkara were 
not counted is incorrect. After the results were announced 
bv the Returning Officer there was no motion by anybodv 
for a recount. The petitioner is therefore precluded from 
claiming any relief for recount. There was no violation 
of any statutory provision by the Returning Officer. The 
instructions contained in paragraph 22 of. the Handbook 
were complied with. There was no failure of current as 
alleged in the petition. The allegations that the counting 
was irregular and the figures were brought out irregularis/ 
and election result was wrongly declared are all denied. 
The 1st respondent did not indulge in anv corrupt prac- 
tice. The allegation that the 1st respondent and the then 
Home Minister used their power and influence as Ministers 
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for election campaign is incorrect and is denied. There 
was no transfer of the favourite officers of the 1st respon- 
dent to his constituency. The 1st respondent is not aware 
of the circular referred to in paragraph 15 of the petition 
and at any rate the circular has no relevance at all. 
The allegation that the 1st respondent used vehicles and 
other conveyance provided by the Government is denied. 
The 1st respondent was using only private vehicles during 
his election campaign and he did not use any Official 
vehicle. The 1st respondent had no connection with 
Mahendra and Mahendra, Bombay, and the allegation that 
the 1st respondent used in his election campaign 8 jeeps 
sent by that company is denied. No vehicle which did 
not hear registration number or violating any provision 
of the Motor Vehicles Act was used by the 1st respon- 
dent. The 1 st respondent did not procure vehicles by 
influencing the governmental or quasi-govemmental insti- 
tutions. The allegation that the conveyance arranged by 
the opposite candidate for the movement of their workers 
on the election day were commandered by the police 
officers on the previous day of the election with a view 
to deprive his election workers and polling agents and 
such other persons connected with the opposite candidates 
to move around is denied. There was no gathering of 
large number of policemen during the time of election 
campaign in the Mala constituency wherein the then 
Home Minister was contesting. The allegation that few 
of the opposition party workers were also taken into 
custody by police which created a fear in the minds of 
the election workers of the opposition candidates is not 
true. The allegations in paragraph 16 of the petition are 
denied. Though emergency was in force at the time of 
the election, the election was free and fair. Campaign was 
also completely free. The allegation that one Sri M, N. P. 
Nair was threatened for being the petitioner's worker 
is denied. The 1st respondent did not compaign on com- 
munal basis, It is the petitioner who caused to issue bit 
notice.-; and newspaper advertisements using the name of 
Rev. Joseph Kundukulam. the Bishop of Trichur, to can- 
vass votes in his favour. There was an advertisement in 
the Mathrubhumi Daily dated 16-3-1977. “Express", a 
newspaper printed and published from Trichur contained 
appeals in the name of communal organisations to vote 
for the petitioner and against the 1st respondent. The 
1st respondent, therefore, reserves to file a petition under 
section 97 of the Act for recrimination against the peti- 
tioner. The allegation that pamphlets were issued appeal- 
ing the voters not to vote for the petitioner stating that the 
government would favour the people with some benefits, 
wih a view to create an impression among the voting, 
masses is denied. It is the petitioner who sought help of 
communal organisations and religious leaders. The allega- 
tion that monev was given to the voters has no basis. The 
allegation in paragraph 18 is denied. The allegation in 

paragraph 19 of the petition that serial numbers of the 
ballot papers issued' at the time of polling and at the time 
of counting differed is denied. The allegations contained in 
paragraph 20 of the petition are denied. The election as 
well as the counting of votes were done properly and in 
accordance with the rules. The petitioner is not entitled 
to any relief and the petition is liable to be dismissed with 
costs to the 1st respondent. 

4. The 3rd respondent, who appeared in person filed 

a wrilten statement in Malayalam. It is stated that he 
was contesting the election as an independent scrupulously 
following the Gandhian principles. In the election except- 

ig himself the other candidates were alleged to have used 
vehicles indiscriminately for transporting voters and that 
the other respondents used unfair means to win over the 
electorate. The 1st respondent was the Minister in the 
Centre and he used that position in the election. The peti- 
tioner is a Trade Union leader and in that capacity he had 

plenty of money and he bribed the voters. The 2nd respon- 

dent Sri C. K. Balakrishnan also used vehicles to transport 
voters. The 3rd respondent had no election office or elec- 
tion workers. The prayer is to set aside the election and 
order a fresh poll. Apart from filing a written statement 
finding fault with all other candidates, the 3rd respondent 
did not particinate in the further proceedings relatfng to 
the trial of this election petition. 

5 . After discussing with both sides the following issues 
were raised : 

1. Whether the petition is maintainable 1 
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2. Whether the election is vitiated by the corrupt prac- 

tices alleged in the petition ? 

3. Were there counting irregularities as alleged in the 

petition, and if so, whether the irregularities have 

materially affected the result of the election ? 

4. Regarding reliefs and costs. 

6. Issue No. 1. The maintainability of the petition was 
challenged by the 1st respondent on the ground that the 
requirements of section 83 of the Act have not been com- 
plied with. In challenging the election of the 1st respon- 
dent the petitioner has also alleged certain corrupt prac- 
tices; but the proviso to section 83(1) of the Act has not 
been complied with. So, even before the trial commenced, 
the petitioner conceded that allegations regarding corrupt 
practices are not pressed, Non-compliance with any provi- 
sion of Section 83 is not a ground for dismissal of the 
election petition under section 86 of the Act. Therefore, 
the petition is maintainable to that extent. The issue is 
answered accordingly. 

7. Issue No. 2. This issue relates to the various corrupt 
practices alleged in the petition. As referred to earlier it was 
represented by the learned counsel for the petitioner that 
grounds regarding corrupt practices are not pressed. In fact, 
no evidence worth the name has been adduced also at the 
time of the trial. Since the petitioner is not pressing the 
grounds regarding corrupt practices, this issue Is answered 
against the petitioner and I hold that the election is not 
vitiated by any corrupt practice. 

8. Issue No. 3. The only ground that survives for con- 
sideration is whether this Court must interfere with the 
election of the 1st respondent on the ground of irregulari- 
ties in the counting of votes as alleged by the petitioner. 
The learned counsel for the petitioner at the time of final 
hearing urged only four points, and they are : (1) After 
counting, the votes secured by the each candidate were 
bundled each bundle containing 50 ballot papers. Accord- 
ing to the petitioner, bundles containing votes polled in 
his favour contained 55 ballot papers where as In the 
bundles of the 1st respondent there were only 45 ballot 
papers ; (2) there was no proper scrutiny of doubtful votes ; 
(3) there was no randon checking by the concerned authori- 
ties ; and (4) there were differences between the number 
of ballot papers issued at the time of polling and the 
number actually found at the time of counting. Another 
difference was that in the same station there was difference 
between the total number of votes polled for the Assembly 
and the total number of votes polled for the Parliament in 
the same sector. 

9. Of the aforesaid points, grounds Nos. 1 to 3 are the 
main aspects to be considered in this case. Before 'examin- 
ing the evidence tendered by the petitioner in support of 
these points, I feel that it may be necessary to state certain 
facts emerging from the evidence of P.W. 20, the petitioner. 
The Parliament constituency concerned included seven 
Assembly constituencies, viz,, (1) Chalakkudy, (2) Mala, 
(3) Irinjalakuda, (4) Angainaly, (5) Vadakkekkara, (6) 
Kodungalloor, and (7) Perumbavoor, The polling as well 
as the counting of both the Assembly ballot papers and 
the ParHmentary ballot papers were done simultaneously 
on the 19th and 20th of March, 1977 respectively. Accord- 
ing to the case put forward by the petitioner, in all the 
counting places two grave errors were committed by the 
counting staff. After the sorting and counting of the ballot 
papers, the votes securrcd by each of the candidates as well 
as the votes treated as doubtful were separately bundled 
and each of such bundle was presumed to consist of 
50 ballot papers. According to the petitioner, in the bundles 
containing his votes, instead of 50, 55 ballot papers were 
placed, and correspondingly In the bundles containing 
votes secured by the 1st respondent only 45 ballot papers 
were tied together. This practice has the simultaneous 
effect of Inflating the votes actually secured by the lsft 
respondent and of reducing the votes actually secured by 
the petitioner. This error, according to the petitioner, was 
committed in all counting centres. Similarly, the Improper 
scrutiny of doubtful ballot papers causing Injury to the 
petitioner also took place in all the counting centres. 
If the allegation of the petitioner that these two irregulari- 
i«s have been committed in all the counting places, and 
in all the counting tables, Is to be accepted, that would 
necessarily mean that there was some previous conspiracy 
between the counting staff to help the 1st respondent and 


also to cause injury to the petitioner. There is a vague 
allegation In the petition that the officers included in the 
counting staff mainly belonged to an association vailed 
N.G.O. Association, which owes allegiance to the Con- 
gress Party, of which the 1st respondent was the 
candidate for the concerned election. But no evidence 
worth the name has been adduced to substantiate the 
case that any of the counting staff had any bias 
cither in favour of the 1st respondent or against the 
petitioner. The petitioner while giving evidence as 
P.W. 20 deposed that after the final counting he secured 
the majority of votes in the assembly constituencies 
of Angamaly, Perumbavoor, Chalakkudy and Vadakkekkara. 
The margin also is by no means insignificant because accord- 
ing to the petitioner he got about 12,000 votes in excess of the 
votes obtained by the 1st respondent in those four consti- 
tuencies. It would thus appear that the tables were turned 
against him when the votes in the remaining three Assemb- 
ly constituencies were counted. If there was any general 
conspiracy or understanding between the polling officers in 
all these Assembly constituencies it Is not easy to believe 
that the petitioner could have obtained such a substantial 
majority in the aforementioned four constituencies. A 
weak explanation offered by the petitioner regarding that 
aspect is that even in those Assembly constituencies where 
he got the majority, the difference would have been much 
more than 12^000 had there not been any mistake committed 
by the counting officers. I am not impressed by that sug- 
gestion at all. There is yet another aspect which has also 
some relevancy. P.W. 20 deposed that after the declaration 
of the results there was a meeitng of his counting agents. 
According to P.W 2.0 in that discussion only the counting 
agents in the Vadakkekkara, Angamaly and Chalakkudy 
segments of the concerned Parliamentary constituency were 
called in. Those are constituencies where the petitioner ob- 
tained the majority of votes. So normally if there was foul- 
play it should have been in the constituencies where the 
1st respondent obtained the majority of votes. There is 
no explanation by the petitioner as to why the counting 
agents engaged by him in the assembly constituencies where 
the petitioner lost were never called in for any discussion. 
Vet another significant circumstance is that no petition for 
recounting was given in any place. The Returning Officer 
for the Parliamentary Constituency concerned was the 
District Collector, Trichur, whose office is In the Civil 
Lines, Ayyantholo. P.W. 20 deposed that he reached the 
Collector’s Office at 12 O, Clock in the night on the 20th 
of March, 1977 and that he found only one clerk in that 
office. That clerk Is alleged to have told the petitioner that 
the results have been announced. The petitioner therefore 
came back immediately, and according to the petitioner, he 
did not go to Trichur a second time. It is not disputed that 
the results of the concerned election were announced by 
the Returning Officer, the District Collector, only by about 
1100 a.m, on 21-3-1977. P.W. 20 deposed that he reached 
his central election office at the Chengamanad by round 
about 10.30 or 11.00 in the night of the 20th and that he 
had given instructions to his counting agents at various 
counting places to inform him when the ballot papers and 
other relevant records were despatched from the respective 
counting stations to Trichur. P.W, 20 deposed that he did 
not receive any intimation from any counting centre and 
that he went to Trichur by about mid-night because of that 
reason. If the petitioner did not receive any instructions 
from any one of his counting agents regarding the completion 
of the counting at any station and the subsequent despatch 
of the election papers to Trichur, what normally he could 
have done was to made an enquiry at the counting centres. 
That apart, at least next morning he could have got the 
information that the. Returning Officer has not made any 
declaration. P.W. 20 deposed that he had not appointed any 
agent to watch the proceedings before the Returning Officer 
at Trichur. P.W. 20 further admitted that he had never 
instructed any one of his agents to file a petition for recount 
before the Assistant Returning Officer for the Parliament 
constituency in each of the counting place. It Is In Ihe 
background of these facts and circumstances that the. other 
items of evidence adduced by tbe petitioner have to be 
appreciated. 

10. Broadly stated, the evidence adduced by the peti- 
tioner consists of the deposition of the concerned Returning 
Officers and also the counting agents of the petitioner, who 
scrutinised the counting at the 7 counting places. Tbe 
allegation regarding manipulation in the bundles of ballot 
papers may be examined first. In the petition there is a 
distinct averment that in the petitioner’s bundles 55 ballit 
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papers were tied together, whereas in the 1st respondent’s 
bundles only 45 ballot papers were included. As far as the 
Chalakkudy Parliament segment is concerned the evidence 
adduced in this petition consists of the depositions of 
P.W. 9, P.W. 12 and P.W, 3, the Assistant Returning Officer. 
Since all the counting agents of the petitioner who have 
been examined as P.Ws. 8 to 19 more or less give the same 
version in the witness box regarding all the allegations, the 
value of the, evidence of each one of these witnesses may be 
examined while considering this point. P.W. 9 deposed that 
the petitioner's bundles contained more than 50 ballot papers 
while the 1st respondent's bundles contained less than 50 
ballot papers. He deposed further that valid votes polled 
In favour of the petitioner were regarded as doubtful votes. 
The other item spoken to by him is the difference in the 
number of the ballot papers counted as between the parlia- 
mentary ballot papers on the one part and the assembly 
ballot papers on the other in the concerned assembly seg- 
ment of the parliamentary constituency. He admitted that 
apart from making an oral complaint he did not give any 
written complaint. According to him he gave a written ob- 
jection, and it was returned. Again, regarding the difference 
in the number of parliament votes and the assembly votes 
he gave another written complaint to the Returning Officei, 
which was not accepted. P.W. 12 also deposed practically 
in the same terms, although he would add that he did not 
give any written complaint. Apart from being interested, the 
testimony of these two witnesses does not show the actual 
number of votes included in the bundles of the petitioner 
and the 1st respondent respectively. P.W. 12 says that he 
suspected foul-play because of the size of the bundles in the 
sense that the petitioner's bundles appeared to be bigger. 
The Assistant Returning Officer for tne Parliament segment 
ut Chalakkudy was P.W. 3. He denied the suggestion that 
the petitioner’s bundles contained more than 50 ballot papers 
while those of the 1st respondent contained less than 50 
ballot papers. P.W. 20, the petitioner, deposed that he 
pointed out to the Returning Officer 12 bundles for recount- 
ing. The reason spoken to by him is significant. He deposed: 
“Rondom chcckingsu vendi choondikkanikukayanu chey- 
thathu. Allathe attil Foil Kooduthalum Kuravum conden- 
nulla vasthuthayolla choondikkani chathu". Even at this 
stage I may note that an identical version is given regarding 
10 bundles at Mala, 8 bundles at Irinjalakkuda and 15 
bundles at Angamaly, If the petitioner’s counting agents 
conveyed to him doubt regarding the placing of ballot papers 
in excess of 50 or less than 50 in the respective bundles, 
indeed that would have been the main ground upon which 
he could have insisted upon a recount of the votes. I am 
not satisfied that the petitioner has succeeded in showing 
that there was any error in the number of ballot papers 
bundled by the counting, authorities at Chalakkudy segment 
of the concerned parliamentary constituency. 

11. The position obtained in all other centres also is 
practically the same. Regarding Mala segment of the par- 
liamentary constituency P.W. 14 and P.W. 15, two counting 
agents of the petitioner were examined. Both these witnesses 
repeated the usual story regarding the bundling of ballot 
papers an dalso the rejection of valid votes polled in favour 
of the petitioner as invalid. P.W. 15 also spoke regarding 
absence of seal in one ballot box. He is alleged to have given 
a written complaint. Originally he deposed that his candi- 
date was there when the written complaint was given; but 
in the next breath he would say : "Perathi eazhuthi 
Kodukkumpol sthenerlhy illayirunnu”. This witness also 
deposed certain other facts. According to him he was a 
polling agent as well, and after the polling was over he did 
not affix his seal in the ballot box. Regarding the breakng of 
the seal of the box he detected, he deposed that the does 
not known from which polling booth the particular box 
was received. He was then asked whether he knows the 
number of votes actually polled and the number actually 
found in the disputed box when the box was opened and 
the ballot papers were counted. He pleaded ignorance about 
this figure. He admitted that ho does not know how many 
ballot papers were issued or how many ballot papers were 
actually found at the time of counting, I may note in this 
connection that he is the only witness, who speaks about 
the tampering of ballot box and the holowness of that 
version is clear from the cross-examination of this witness. 
Apart from being interested, the evidence of P.Ws. 14 and 
15 is vague and it cannot be accepted. 

12. Regarding Irinjalakkuda segment of the concerned 
parliamentary constituency two counting agents of the peti- 


tioner were examined as P.Ws. 10 and 11, while the Assist- 
ant Returning Officer of the concerned Parliament segment 
was examined a3 P.W. 4. Here, again, both these witnesses 
deposed to the identical facts, viz., the difference of 30 
votes as between the assembly ballot papers and the parlia- 
ment ballot papers included in the bundles of the petitioner 
and of the 1st respondent, and also the rejection of valid 
votes of the petitioner as invalid. According to both these 
witnesses, the difference in the number of votes was noted 
by them because when counting vvas over result was recorded 
on a black-board. P.W. 4 was the Assistant Returning 
Officer at Irinjalakkuda. He deposed that normally the 
number of the ballot papers for the parliament and the 
assembly may be equal, but sometimes the polling staff will 
also issue the ballot papers for exercising their franchise in 
the samo polling station. There were 75 polling booths in 
the concerned segment and in each polling station there 
were 6 officers. It was, therefore, not essential that the 
number of ballot papers issued for the parliament and the 
assembly must be equal. He deposed that doubtful votes 
were scrutinised and rejected after being shown to the 
agents of the candidates. He also deposed that he con- 
ducted the test verification and he did not come across 
any bundle containing more than 50 or less than 50 ballot 
papers. He further deposed that nobody complained to him 
regarding the counting of votes. I find no reason to dis- 
believe the evidence of P.W. 4 , and I reject the evidence 
of P.Ws. 10 and 11. 

13. Regarding the counting at Kodungalloor, P.W. 16 and 
P.W. 17 were examined by the petitioner. P.W. 16 also 
gave the usual version of the difference in the number of 
ballot papers in the respective bundles. According to him 
lie forced the supervisor to recount one bundle. According 
to him there was tho difference of 52 ballot papers as 
between the number of parliamentary votes counted and 
the assembly votes counted. The reason for the change in 
number, according to him, was that the ballot boxes were 
brought from the polling statoins in the night and probably 
some fraud might have been perpetrated. He also deposed 
regarding the failure of current for half-an-hour. It Is to 
be noted that these two versions are not spoken to by any 
other witness or even the petitioner. He deposed that he 
complained to the presiding officer four times and that in 
one box the difference noted was 49. He admitted that 
49 Kuravu Kandathu Parliamentileyano Assembly yileyano 
cannu parayasavilla” According to him the doubtful votes 
w'ere not scrutinised separately, but he would add that it 
tvas examined by the Assistant Returning Officer. He admit- 
ted that he was not there when the Returning Officer scru- 
tinised the doubtful votes. Regarding that matter his version 
is "canikku serittrivilla. Paranju Kettathanu". This 
witness gave a further story that a written complaint 
was given by him to the Returning Officer. The 
complaint was written by another agent attached 
to another table because P.W. 16 coul dnot write properly. 
He is alleged to have handed over that complaint to the 
agent attached to the table of the Returning Officer. The 
agent whom he mentioned was examined as P.W. 17, and 
P.W, 17 deposed that he did not receive any written comp- 
laint from any other agent, Further P.W. 16 admitted that 
he cannot say hqw many valid votes of the petitioner were 
treated as invalid. P.W. 17 deposed that the Returning 
Officer examined only 27 doubtful ballot papers. He was 
rsked about their probable number and he replied : “Doubt- 
ful voteste Kasakku Vyakthamayi Parayasavilla”. He was 
asked whether there was account regarding doubtful voles. 
His answer Is "vjale Kandittilla Eathra Ketfukalli vyathlasam 
vannennu cansikkarivilla”. According to him he gave a 
written complaint. As against this, there is the evidence of 
P.W, 5, the Assistant Returning Officer of the Kidungalloor 
segment of the parliamentary constituency concerned. He 
was asked a leading question whether there was any objection 
raised by tho counting agents regarding the counting and 
his answer was in the negative. He deposed that he con- 
ducted the test verification though he cannot give the exact 
number. He did not find any error in the number of ballot 
papers included in each of the bundles. There is nothing in 
the evidence of P.W. 5 to show that there was any irregu- 
larity in the counting of votes at the Kodungalloor seg- 
ment. 

14. In the Angamaly segment, the petitioner's witnesses 
are P.Ws. 18 and 19. P.W. 18 was the counting agent 
attached to the table where the Returning Officer was sitting. 
According to him he wanted the Resuming Officer to check 
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the bundles because he suspected some corrupt practice. 
Then he was asked a leading question : "Bandilukalil 
prathiakatha kHudo (o) Ilia (Ans)", According to him the 
difference between the votes polled and the votes counted 
exceeded 1600 and he is alleged to have obtained the in- 
formation from the agent who was attached to the parti- 
cular counting table. He admitted that in the Angamaly 
sector the petitioner obtained 4,000 votes in excess of the 
votes received by the 1st respondent. According to him, 
the counting agents of the 1st respondent, were 
agitated by the result and they gave a petition for 
recount, which was rejected. He was asked whether the 
polling agents gave him the figure of the votes polled. He 
answered in the affirmative. Thereupon he was asked whether 
the petitioner had agents in all the polling booths. Knowing 
about the implication of that question he changed the earlier 
version and said that figures were given to him by the party 
office and he admitted that the accounts received from the 
polling booths were not given to him. He does not actually 
know how many votes were polled. According to him he 
gave a written complaint for scrutiny of invalid votes and 
the number of doubtful ballot papers exceeded 2000. He 
was asked : “Invalid payi thalliyathu eathrayemariymo 
Athn S.C.S. Mcnoste bhooripakvhathistc aduthu varium (Ano) 
On the very face of it that version show the ignorance and 
the indifference of the witness. The concluding portion of 
his evidence is far more important:” Easikku i.e. Kcttukale 
Sanbandhichum invalid, doubtful votes ievaye sanbamdhiehum 
prathyakhathil eanthenkilum mistakeum Oollathegl earte 
dhrestiyil pettittilla. P.W, 19, another counting agent of the 
petitioner at the same station repeated the usual version re- 
garding the difference of the number of votes in the bundles 
of the petitioner and the 1st respondent. He was also the 
polling agent of the petitioner and he admitted : ‘Tollingnu 
thakaruronnumnillayiriinna. He was thereupon asked regarding 
the difference in the number of votes polled and the number 
of votes counted. His reply is ; “Avide Vayichu Kelpicha 
figures veshanu vyalhiasem mannssilakkiyathu, Issued ballot 
papers, mark cheythathu, cannyathu lethiste kannkkukal rajan 
serittu kandiUilla. He has not given any written com- 
plaint. He further deposed : “Kettukalil vythiasam vannappol 
recount venamennu rajan anvasiepe.ttilla. Again, regarding the 
difference in the number of bundles, he was asked as to 
when he detected that there was such an> irregularly. He 
answered: Oadukkam Kenakku tally cheyyathu vannappozhenu 
Semsayam thessiyalhu”, It is not easy to understood how 
he came to the conclusion that a particular bundle had 
more than or less than 50 votes simply because certain 
figures did not tally in the final account. According to him 
the decision regarding invalid votes was taken by the count- 
ing supervisor. On the face of it tjiat version is false because 
it was the Returning Officer who took the decision. In the 
re-examination when an attempt was made to correct the 
mistake he made in his statement during cross-examination, 
he deposed: Ampathil kooduthalum kuravum kettukal gandalhu 
enrtharu parayuvan karanam (O) cudyogasfhanmar Knsakku 
kootriyappol tally chcyyunnilla, eppol pishakundcssu rajar 
nasassilakki (Ans). I do not think that further discussion is 
required to show the unsatisfactory nature of the evidence 
of these two witnesses. P.W. 2 was the Assistant Returning 
Officer attached to that counting centre. He explained how 
doubtful votes were scrutinised, and rejected. He deposed 
that the votes, secured by the respective candidates were 
never recorded in any black-board. He admitted that he 
has not checked whether any bundle contained more than 
50 or less than 50 ballot papers. I am satisfied that the 
irregularities spoken to by P.Ws. 18 and 19 cannot be 
accepted. 


15. In the Vadakkekkara segment, the petitioner’s case is 
spoken to by P.Ws. 8 and 13. Resides the disputes regard- 
ing the number of ballot papers included in the respective 
bundles, he deposed that 75 postal votes were not counted 
and that he made an oral complaint. He was the counting 
agent at the central table. I am not, in the least, impressed 
by his evidence. P.W. 13 was both the counting agent and 
the polling agent and the polling agent of the petitioner. 
He repeated the usual version of the difference in the number 
of ballot papers in each bundles. He is alleged to have 
made a complaint to the Returning Officer, and according 
to him, the Returning Officer examined only two or three 
per cent of the votes, It could be seen that P.Ws. 8 and 13., 
apart from giving vague statement that some of the bundles 
of the petitioner contained more than 50 votes and that 
some of the bundles of the 1st respondent contained less 


than 50 votes and that doubtful ballot papers were not 
properly scrutinised, were not in a position to say what 
exactly was the approximate number of such votes. It should 
also be noted that they could have deposed only regarding 
the irregularity, if any, that has occurred in the tables, to 
which they were attending respectively during the time of 
counting. On the basis of their evidence it cannot be inferred 
that at every table in that counting centre all these irregu- 
larities were repeated. P.W. 7 was the Assistant Returning 
Officer to that counting centre, and he deposed that doubtful 
votes were scrutinised, by him and that he did the test 
checking. He deposed that in certain bundles there was some 
mistake in number. “Churukkan chila bundlesil kuravun 
chilathil kooduthalun undayirurmu. The process adopted by 
him then was to place a slip in that bundle containing the 
correct number. He deposed that with respect to such 
bundles the final account was drawn up only on the basis 
■of the slips so attached recording the correct number. He 
deposed that he did not get any objection regarding the 
counting and that nobody complained to him that certain 
bundles contained more than or less than 50 ballot papers. 
He also deposed that nobody objected to him in the matter 
of scrutiny of doubtful ballot papers as well. I find no 
reason to disbelieve the evidence of P.W. 7, and I hold 
that the evidence adduced by P.Ws. 8 and 13 cannot be 
accepted. 


16. The remaining counting centre is Perumbavoor, P,W. 6 
was the Assistant Returning Officer for that segment of the 
parliamentary constituency. He deposed that he conducted 
the test verification and that he did not come across any 
bundle containing more than or less than 50 ballot papers. 
According to him, there was a random checking of 10 per 
cent of lire votes. He also deposed that in the matter of 
appointment of counting staff Ihere was no special consi- 
deration, He deposed that regarding counting no complaint 
was given to him by any body and that nobody raised any 
abjection regarding invalid votes or the number of votes 
contained in each bundle. The evidence of P.W. 6 does not 
support the petitioner’s case and it has to be held that the 
petitioned has not proved any irregularity in the counting of 
votes at the Perumbavoor counting centre also. 

17. Though in a way I have dealt with the question of 
test verification while discussing the evidence of the witnesses, 
I may consider briefly that aspect separately. P.W. 1, who 
is the District Collector and the Returning Officer for the 
entire Parliamentary constituency, admitted that there was 
no random checking made by him and that he only counted 
the postal votes. It should be noted that the actual count- 
ing of parliamentary votes was supervLcd by the Assistan 
Returning Officers deputed by the Collector to the seven 
counting centres of the Assembly constituencies. So the 
random checking had to be done by the Assistant Returning 
Officers in charge of Ihe supervision of counting of parlia- 
mentary votes, while counting (he ballot papers of the parlia- 
mentary segment in each centre. The Returning Officer of 
Mala was not examined while the Assistant Returning Offi- 
cers in the parliamentary segment of the other six assembly 
constituencies were examined as P.Ws. 2 to 7. Of these 
places, it has already been pointed out by me that in four 
counting centres the petitioner was leading by 12000 votes. 
The random checking did not assume any importance in 
these segments while adducing evidence. Of the remaining 
three places where the petitioner suffered reverses, the Assis- 
tant Returning Officer of Mala was not examined. P.W. 4, 
who is the Returning Officer of Irinjalakuda, deposed that 
he conducted the test verification and he has never seen any 
bundle containing more than 50 ballot papers or less than 
50 ballot papers. There is no reason to disbelieve his evi- 
dence. The Assistant Returning Officer of Kedungalloor was 
examined as P.W. 5. He also deposed Iha’ he conducted 
test verification even Ihough he could not give the exact 
number from memory; but he was sure that when the test 
check was made the bundles examined contained only 50 
baffot papers, I may also say that all Returning Officers 
examined deposed that complaints of this sort were never 
raised before them by any candidates. There is thus no 
substance in the allegation of the petitioner that test veri- 
fication was not made. It may also be noted in this con- 
nection that the test verification provided in the Handbook 
issued by the Election Commission has as basis in any statute 
or rule and that the direction has been given only for the 

urpose of guaranteeing further the corjcctness in counting 

allot papers. 
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18. The only other complaint of the petitioner is regarding 
the discrepancies in the number of ballot papers. His com- 
plaint is two-fold. The first error pointed out is that the 
number of ballot papers issued in the various polling booths 
of a particular segment and the number of ballot papers actual- 
ly found at the time of counting were different, The peti- 
tioner has also a complaint that the total number of assembly 
ballot papers found at the time of counting differed from 
the total number of parliamentary ballot papers in the same 
segment. Regarding this matter also I have incidentally 
referred to the evidence available in the case while discussing 
the either points, Regarding the alleged discrepancy in the num- 
ber of ballot papers issued in the various polling booths and 
the ballot papers found at the time of counting the petitioner 
has not chosen to adduce any satisfactory evidence. When 
the Returning Officers were examined they deposed that these 
details will be found in Form No. 16 and that the forms are 
kept in the treasury. The first part of Form No. 16 is filled 
up by the presiding officer who issued the ballot papers and 
the second part will be filled up by the Returning Officer at 
the time of counting, and if there is any discrepancy that 
will be noted by the Returning Officer in part 2. The peti- 
tioner never insisted upon the production of Form No, 16. 
It may not be out of place in mentioning in this context 
that the most serious discrepancy In numbers alleged by the 
petitioner is in the Angamaly segment ; and strangely enough 
it is in (he Angamaly segment that the petitioner got 4000 
votes more than the 1st respondent. Regarding the discre- 
pancy in the number of assembly ballot papers and parlia- 
mentary ballot papers found at the time of counting it is 
true that normally they may be equal. But P,W. 4, one of 
the Returning Officers deposed that it is not essential that 
the number of ballot papers issued for the parliament and 
the assembly in the same polling station must necessarily 
be equal. He would for instance point out that a voter 
may choose to exercise his vote only in respect of one of 
the constituencies, namely the Assembly or Parliament. 
Again, it is in evidence that some of the polling staff were 
permitted to cast their voles in the polling booths to which 
they were attached. It is not, therefore, absolutely essential 
that the total number of assembly ballot papers and parlia- 
mentary ballot papers in the segment must be equal. Apart 
from that there is paucity of evidence to show the aclual 
number of the difference spoken to by the other counting 
agents of the petitioner when they were in the witness box. 
It may not be difficult to get the actual figure if the peti- 
tioner was serious because these details are available in the 
government offices concerned. Some of the counting agents 
have given the difference in the number while thev were 
examined. For instance P.W. 8 would say that at’Vadak- 
kakkara where he was a counting agent the difference, was 
150. P,W. 9, who was the counting agent at Cholakudy 
mentioned the difference us 72, P.W. 10 who was the count- 
ing agent of Irinjalakuda put. the difference at 30. P.W. 14, 
who was the counting, agent at Mala did not speak of any 
number. P.W. 6, who was the counting agent at Kodungal- 
loor pointed out thnt the difference was 52, P.W. 18 'the 
counting agent of the petitioner at Angamaly deposed that 
the difference exceeded 1600. As I have already pointed 
out it is in the Angamaly segment that the petitioner got 
4000 votes in excess of (he votes polled in favour of the 
1st respondent, I am, not, therefore, prepared to accept the 
number spoken to by P.W. 18. T was referring to the num- 
bers spoken to by these witnesses only for the purpose of 
showing that even if their figures are accepted in their en- 
tirely the total cannot approach anywhere near the excess 
margin secured by the 1st respondent at the time of the 
final counting of votes. 

No other point was urged before nic. The issue is found 
against the petitioner. 

19, Issue No. 4 In view of the findings on issue Nos. 2 
and 3 the petitioner is not entitled to any of the reliefs 
prayed for in (he petition. 

Tn the result, the election petition is dismissed with costs 
of the 1st respondent. Advocate’s fee is fixed at Rs. 500. 

The Office will communicate the substance of this decision 
to the FJection Commission and to the Speaker of the Lok. 
Sabha. It aha 11 also send an authenticated copy of this de- 
cision to the Election Commission, as soon as it is ready, 
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as provided in section 103 of the Representation of the 
People, 1951. 

1 5th November, 1977. 

Sd/- N. D. NAMBOODIRTPAD, Judge 

[No. 82/KL-HP/5/77] 
V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 
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fffdJTto 588. — fclfpT tiWt 7TWTT (ffff % JrTfptfFT jpft- 
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% sr^tTyT if fTR#rfar favrpft Tt Ftr* f* if fiiffft 

T1 Tt?f fflUT 5TR 877: ftTffr Uftl^lVt TTfl | : — 

1. TnT«nrr fowl 

2. TRtFT fWR 

3. frwii fTTR 

[*g 12022/ i/7 8-TT. rrro (u- 2 )] 

Ifft 4|4[ ifrpTi 7Tp48 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
(Department of Official Language) 

New Delhi, the 9th February, 1978 

S.O. 588.— In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 10 of 
the Official Languages (use for Official Purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies 
following Departments, the staff whereof have acquired the 
working knowledge of Hindi : — 

1. Department of Revenue. 

2. Department of Official Language, 

3. Department of Irrigation. 

[No. 12022/1 /78-OL(B-2)] 
H. B. KANSAL, Dy. Secy. 
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( 1 96 1 TT 43 ) UT7T 80® 4u TffffRT 2(lff) ffRT STTrT 
Tt JTffPT 477^ fff, «fr $f**t 1 mrtsn. £7474, ffimp 3347^7 
(qrffr) aruttit ffniTEfi ffFjF, fafa faur Tf tr tht 
TfflTfff % f'Tff TfffSRrJ 7 t 4 rr ’ 4 ’ Sr Tffa f 4 W?T 41147 *PT 7 TR 

[ff° 2074 47roffo 176/121/7 7-WT f ^r(ffl) 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 1977 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 589,— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) (b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961) the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Sri Kudamadakoothar Temple, Nangur P.O., (Via) Manga- 
madam, Sirkali Taluk, Tanjore District" to be a place of 
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public worship of renown throughout the State of Tamil 
Nadu for the purposes of the said Section. 

[No 2074 /F, No. 176/121/77-lT(Al)] 

«rre-5R 

'vto sno J90. — infn mrerc ftt-tr erfa-farmr, 1 96 1 

( 1 9 6 1 TT 43) ir STTT 80® ir TTUTTr 2 ( 9 -) IRt rpRT 

vrfitff nrr srrft’T yp, ir n?frifaT mRt*r wnfr mw, mpr 
sprit (mm) utmim faiiAiir m^i rfaifa farm ir m 
strt % jpffafat % fan ufa-pma Tm ft i n t?r far^m in pm 
«rr im® wfmjfara mm t i 

[tfo 2075/^4-0 1 7 6/n 8/77-mfst ('ll)] 

INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 590. — In exercise of powers conferred by 
sub-section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Sri Pallikonda Ranganathaswami Temple, Nangur P.O. 
(Via), Mangamadam, Sirkali Taluk, Thanjavur District" to 
be a place of public worship of renown throughout the State 
of Tamil Nadu for the purposes of the said Section. 

[No, 207J/F. No. 176/118 /77-TT(AI)] 

*rre-iR 

mtowto 591 .— tor, mtr-m Ffarfarmr, 1 9 6 1 
(1961 TT 43) iT trim 80 ® it ■WtrRT 2(tf) ffRT rrWTT 
arr rrmi trp yp, m Tfarplmm rmfr ?tw, mrrmmyv 
trrT'R stttt farrmir frr^<k, farm iifa: fit ms urer i srafapif 
i fan trfarmrre TE«r ft ft min fronr in pm »rr t«tr 
wfmjfmT mft $ 1 

[ffo 2 0 7 6/tiT 0 TT 0 176/l24/77-*,li#r(l7l)] 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 591. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2 ) (b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Sri Rajagopalaswami Temple, Kavalambadi Nangur Post, 
Sirkali Taluk, Tanjore District” to be a place of public 
worship of renown throughout the State of Tamil Nadu for 
the purposes of the said section. 

[No, 2076/F. No. 176/124/77-IT(AI)3 

htf fawft, 28 faRTOR, 1977 

wiir-fr 

m°#TTo 592. — iifar FTTHT, UTTAR Ffu Pf 4 9 , 1961 
( 1 961 fiT 43 ) it tTRT 80 ® it mTRRT 2 (w) IRT Km 

Trfamrf m sptrfaT <fR?r yp, «fr ire imp itm®rmf, Ktpr 
Kfar (arm) nbrirmr, farwit farm ffafrt it zw arm i 
KPfaret i fat r ( rrfarmtrr mm tjr 4 iHst faremre ifar pm 5 tr 
pan trfmjfan wmft $ i 

[4° 2089/mo 176/lie/77-mt#t(trI)) 

New Delhi, the 26th December, 1977 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 59t2. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Sri Madha Perumal Temple Keelachalai, Nangur Post (Via) 
Mangamadam, Sirkali Taluk, Tanjore District" to be a place 
of public worship of renown throughout the State of Tamil 
Nadu for the purposes of the said Section. 

[No. 2089 /F. No. 176/119/77-IT(Al)] 


WTH-KR 

fTTo STto 5 9 3- — iitR TR"FR, XTlR-fR erfarfmm, 1961 

( 1 9 6 1 m 43 ) ir mm eo® ir mrarm (2)(m) arm trim 
urfatrir m ngn iR?r yp, ir 9 famrrt%TT Fmfr fayffamT 
frfrjr tmr farmfirjr xrtn ifarir rtr mm % mfrmr 

i fan mffergfVm *rmft $ i 

[ffo 2090 /Wo rto 176/l 39 / 77 -Rrf ir(t[o I)] 

INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 590. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Shri Pallikondesware Swami Temple Renovation Committee, 
Suratapalli Village, Chittoor District, Andhra Pradesh” for 
the purposes of the said section. 

[No. 2090/F. No. 176/139/77-IT(AI)] 

Kf fanir, 3 mnfr, 1973 

WTKAR 

mo wxo 594 -Wr ttttr, wre-iR sTfafarmr, 1 9 e 1 
(i96i m 43 ) ir mm so® ir mrmm ( 2 ) (or) aim srerr 
wfarrir m srifar tr? r yp, if RfariiaT ifaR, n ire 

irirp -2 it mu URr i Rufacr i fan im trr mr 
famre ifar yrr m y«rn wfn^fmr mriT % 1 

[ 4 o 2100 mo 4 o 1 76/149/77 -mf if (p I)] 
ptro mpil.mRRfare 

New Delhi, the 3rd January, 1978 

INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 594. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Shri Manikeswar Mahadev Mandir, New Road, Cochin-2” 
to be a place of public worship of renown throughout the 
State of Kerala for the purposes of the said Section. 

[No. 2100/F. No. 176/149/77-IT(AI>] 
M. SHASTRI, Under Secy. 

irifawfr, 29 *re^re, 1977 

wmrere 

m°wt° 5 9 s — mi rrrarm it mwrft i fan *rfff^fmr 
farm rern | fi farfi^ rnfarerfa, xrifp wfmr, famm tffa 
M* l ilfaii) farm, fiyir Pn^farfirr Him ir *rre- 5 R 
erf ufa r m r, 1 96 1 ir mm 35 tf) ^rnm (i) % (ii) 

% rpffatif % fan Rm rnrfapp m »faRrer fwnff % iff t 
rH ' M ' fai ' P f r T nit tc njirfarr farm *nfa[:-- 

(i) mr fi ipr mrr farenite, xrywimr (ffi/u^msn/Hirtu'itl 
cptt ifafai i fan) mrftrer m »ftfam flnnif i 

i ^rnfarn xr^imr i fan trt mftpff tt 5imi 

fajtrw Tim 1 

(ii) fi ^x?r farwTfls mf i fan ^wrfaw 

mjTfffR iarft fanr nmif if p* mfarer farermfr 
farf^rr arfarerrir it srfar 30 rrer i^it Rfit 
i mg'T «rrirr if w 3*fm i fan farftmr fan 
rent ifa: fip mp 1 
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['*TPT If — TTT n(ii)l 'flTtff Tt TUm : 

■jT5RTfr fasriTte, TrirmTPrrr 

A A TrfffffW 12 fteTRR, 1 1)7 7 T'Tfft tM) I 

[if" 2 0 3 3 /^r 0 rf O 20:i/i:i7/7 7-iTTf f\ ff U] 
hf.> rf|\, srtrf. TT ffteff 


Nc\% Delhi, the 29th October, 1977 
INCOMR-TAX 

S.O. 595. — Tl is hereby notified for general informal ion 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by (he 
Secretary, the Department of Science & Technology, New 
Delhi, the prescribed authority for the purposes of clause 
(ii) of sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961. in the area of other natural or applied sciences, subject 
to the following conditions ; — 

(i) That ihe Gujarat Vidynphh, Ahmcdalmt will main- 

tain u separate account of the sums received by it 
for scientific research in the field o' natural or ap- 
plied sciences (other than Agriculture /Animal Hus- 
bandry Fisheries & Medicines). 

(ii) That the said Vidyapilh will furnish ihe annual 

return of its scintific research activities to the Pres- 
cribed Authority for every financial year in such 
forms as may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose, by 3 0 1 h April, each year. 

INSTITUTION 

Gujarat Vidyapith, Ahmednbad. 

This notification iu effective from 12lli September, 1977 
[No, 203 3 /R No. 203/i37/77-lTA. II] 
J. P. SHAWM A, Dy. Secy. 


nffcFfr, 2 9T*:*rf), 197 s 
wm-TT 

<te> »t° 596 .— mi-nx Trrsrfatraj unit ()96i vr 43 ) qfr 
erra «o-3 sRir-on sfct jit, teste ttwtt, jut nw 
*r?pff *r wr fcftetes, wrTct lr stist lifter TterteT 

fprr faster vt Tfct ffRj % steuter iff ftrrr trtr^siTr xrfst^fsPT 

977^1 % I 

t 

TtrcfffteTl 

1 . KrteTpr, fffffte 1 

2 . iprffffffTN fftefefTT ff®S wtenistelR, fcrRTt | 

:i. ffsrffff ftete Ttefter 1 

4 . terte TPsfffff 1 

iTffrrftsprr 

5 . ^rtertiffrr ffar irtt rrnrxivTts, arqTTZTs) 1 

Tptrf tefte ffwTffir 

is. tfeffffz tfte ‘ttete TTRffteter 1 

7 . teR'T frnsT TTsif'Tff 1 

324 GT/77— 2 


ffrff 4. 1 9 7 9/teleTR 13, 18 9 9 

tftte 

3 . yfteffffH: n<Fff ffH ihtt-tto' 'Wffhr, tftetetr 1 
9 . -Fqfff?rff terffff te ftetef, n?atH, 3fter 1 
in. >Tfter iffTR 1 

"ft 

I 1 . tepTff fteR dTlteftef I 

smrff 

1 fflfwn priftf frr, 1 

ntente 

J 3. ^rteuHT UR nun sfte | 

rflTTRT 

1 4- Ttuffteu 9517: tR£HhTf, UTS tfrjteff I 
ffnR’tfter 

1 5. f^tteRT t^ZZAZ Tlte fflfteff fftfr'OTT ^TITR I 
tefaTnRT 

t 6. ?Tte<tRff Tlfir teurff ffTTt iRR, tTrfffft, U-flUT I 

1 7 . iRttTffi Trite ritstu i 

fRtrfffrrT 

19. ?tffffPT 7Tf<R TtTrRtefr I 

zj/rr^ir fterau 

20 . fte# ftete fnfffxitPT t(?r^5r fero, 

2 1 . Mzv r ^fhtxPT feft), 1 

2 2 . fizz ifftTTtirsr tr: *p?fi~r, tptt i 

23. TiyT tifftepfl' I 

24 . ffwr# fffTifT erfjrffrff) m^izft, 1 

2 5. 7PTT srltfhT TTT^h, I 

2 0. TRH fftitT^r I 

2 7. TTfler ttW 'TfT ff rfftTitT, 

| 

ffWT 7flTf77rr 

2 a. sin fs4M‘ rnf.-iun ttfr Tnyot -ff nro 1 

2 9 - ?wt7rd^, sn TRff 1 

3 0 . ffifpor itrrffff, r^pt! 1 

3 1 . anrtffr 'fmppi ^ft^ff z <jftz 2473 - frnR KfTn^'fi^rr 
rffffT^ I 

32 . ? feffffjs: 'ffTTfimwi'Tr, Ttn^nr 1 

3 3- fffftTT %TrrZZAZ, ^ tnj Tflf^TTl I 

3 4 . ffmrtT tr^stf) Trite ^^terrfter 1 
35 . ^DfffT ff%7ifr trte 1 

3 6. ff?HT JTffJ Ttte 'S^T^rrtesT TTW I 
3 7- nuRff fTyte %7 1 
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3 8- WW I 

3 9. »ttWeT TffTTTT % 1 T^Y T"* &F4 1 

40. ^rurw R'ETTTnft wT^rfr, TrffftpTT \ 

4i- f»wf mfwro, rfV tfr i 

42. tW? iftreip Trfa Tufiw-jn, TO $ I 

43. ftW RtfitTO jfrHiJH:, mfifFTTO ft 4t I 

Rtfrro wnnrrfY ww 

4 4. R I i A I 

4 5. fafaV, BTW> I 

4 6. ffVe41[<5 Sff’b f^i4d Ti , H 1 15Tl 1 
4 7. ^TOFTO flts RTtR 1 

[tfo 2 1 44/ t RT° 473/23/7 3-fiT ° To TO] 

fto 'fro fmw, w nfro 

New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1978 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 596. — In pursuance of section 80-R of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby noti- 
fies, for the purposes of the said section, the associations and 
bodies established outside India as specified in the Schedule 
annexed hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

AUSTRALIA 

1. Australia Museum, Sydney. 

2. Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Orga- 
nisation Canberra. 

3. National Research Council. 

CANADA 

4. National Research Council. 

COLOMBIA 

5. International Centre for Torpical Agriculture, Apartado. 
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 

6. Max-Planck Institute of Radio Astronomy. 

7. National Research Council. 

FRANCE 

8. Institute Max Von Laue-Paul Langevla, Cronoble Cedex. 

9. Museum National D’ History, Natualle, Paris. 

10. Paris Observatory, Meudon, 

ITALY 

11. National Research Council. 

JAPAN 

12. Tropical Agriculture Research Centre, Tokyo. 

MEXICO 

13. International Maize and Wheat Improvement Centre. 
NETHERLAND 

14. Foundation for Astronomy, Laiden and Grenigen. 
NIGERIA 

15. International Institute of Tropical Agriculture, Tvadan. 

PHILIPPINES 

16. International Rice Research Institute, Los Banos, La- 
guna, Manncia, 

SWEDEN 

17. Swedish Academy of Sciences, Stockholm. 


SWITZERLAND 

18, International Union for Conservation of Nature and 
Natural Resources. 

TANZANIA 

19. Dare-es-Salaam School of Accountancy. 

UNITED KINGDOM 

20. Akers Reseurch Laboratories, Imperial Chemical Indus- 
tries Ltd. Welwyn, England. 

21. British Museum (Natural History), London. 

22. Centre for Overseas Pest Control, London. 

23. Jodrdl Laboratory. 

24. Milliard Radio Astronomy Observatory, Cambridge. 

25. Royal Botanic Garden, Kew, England. 

26. Royal Society. 

27. Special Committee for the International Biological Pro- 
gramme, Marylane, London. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

28. American Museum of Natural History, New York. 

29. Bell Telephone Laboratories, New Jersey. 

30. Rrookhavan National Laboratory, Upton, New York. 

31. Boyce Thomson Institute for Plan Research Incorporated 
Tonkers, New York. 

32. California Institute of Technology, Pasadana. 

33. Liquid Crystal Institute, Kent State LTniversity, Kent 
Ohio. 

34. National Academy of Engineering. 

35. National Academy of Science. 

36. National Institute of Environmental Health Science. 

37. National Environmental Research Centre- 

38. National Institute of Health, 

39. National Institute of Occupational Safety and Health. 

40. National Radio Astronomy Observatory, Chariottevllc. 
Virgina. 

41. Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, DC. 

42. Roche Institute of Molecular Biology, Nutley NJ. 

43. Smith Sonian Institution, Washington DC, 

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC 

44. Academy of Science. 

43. institute of Chemical Physic, Moscow. 

46. Instilute of Crystallography, Moscow. 

47. National Academy of Science. 

[No. 2144/F. No. 473 /23/73-FTD] 
V. P. MITTAL, Dy. Secy, 

(ifftnr g«mr) 

ISTTCYO, 1978 

5tToSn° 597 — ffrtftvr wftttwr, ] 9 76 ( 1 976 1ST 
21 ) 4?) TriTT II 8?r tJTETTTr ( 1 ) ^ ffTTT Tot wfwff TT JTtfPr 

877^ JTT, ik-fta OTfTC, F^ITTT f)o TITTo ifT^fTOT % WJPT 
TT TTO YRo V) WflTOT 9T*fhT tfar, 9|fi-vi|| ipr WRW 
VTrff | tfir 20 Sit/m, 1978 RTTB jfPf ^Ttf) 1 *f)r 

55A 30, 1978 wro ?mfr wftr nfr w wrfg % 

to fditffYff + Tuft tYw ttxw sft r^-c trn> vjTpr 

WW TT TT I 

[TO 3-40/77-RTTo TTTTO fto] 
TTiTo fiflWT, TO TlfTO I 
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[itrt II— wr 3 ( ii ) ] 

(Department of Economic Affair*) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 18th February, 1978 

S O. 597.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub. 
section (i) of section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shrl S. R, Shukla as the Chairman of the Ballia Kshetriya 
Gramin Bank, Ballia, vice Shri D. R, Kathuria, and specifies 
the period commencing on the 20th February, 1978 and 
ending with the 30th Tune, 1978 as the period for which the 
said Shri S. R. Shukla shall hold office as such Chairman. 

[No. F. 3-40/77-RRB] 
C. R. BISWAS, Dy, Secy. 

*(’rhT wn fjyr 

1 0 9R5R), 19 7 8 

w°nTo 598 .— %r)r 139975 itjw fffirTTw), 1 944 ig fippr 
23 3 ST9T JTO7 9rf<Fcl%) 99 9%faT AT% JtT ff iT^jTrT f%%¥T 

(faff j f% 1399 R tjw f%97TA%), 1944 % sromr VU-A 
Jr trftrofxRT 9TR9T 9RAR f% infferg^TTr 93 o t7l/69-%T%tr 
399IA V[FP, fjRbP 21-6-69, 121/70 %7t%9 3991A VpA HtH 1^ 
28-5-70, 1 79/71-T7fFr 799TC 6J6A faATA 23-9-7 1, 195/7 1- 
%rffaf 799TA 7Ie=7T f%9fA 12-11-71, 1 1 7 / 7 2-?i'(f)7 799T9 W 
faffitA 25-3-72, 1 6 l/73 -%5ffl ; 9 U99TC tjpap 1 6-8-73, 1 8/75, 

A^tff 79973 A7A f%rffA 1-3-75, 1 23/76-^jfW 79777 TpP 
faffffA 1 6-3-7 6, 1 5 2/ 7 e-^ffffaT 79919 f[9A farotAl-5-76 

TIT 7T15 5rftF^77T ft o 203/76 % ? lf)7 131717 lea rA 19-6-76 

%%< 188/77-%7t)tr 79977 HJAA faffffA 1 8-6-77 % 9ffff fR% |tr, 
77% tTfa^TT tTfJrtrfTTt 9T fTATff) 7f%7T 77T 799759 

RTtrrft^ f%%^9 5741%) % 57777 777 77 T| %7f)7 79977 7J77T 
77187(617 777^7 % 79919 9[9A 617% 7>7 7T7 % 91%) fafTTfar 
JOR-fafTO % ftrT ff9%I 27 71777), 1978 7% ff9T7?; 6 77 
% 77777 717 79% 77771% % WIT) 7%T «ftT777) % 9T7 
(77 TTfsr^FTT % 799 61% 777 %) R71 91941 99^7 77% 5%T 
[ 137%) RA 5rf%f%f7 7f%9 ffftTOR) At %%% I 17 tflro 7: — 

( 71 ) flPluIflT 5RT 77 9fffl<a 579 (9 27-2-78 7% 7T7 6 
7% 771 1717) fTTTT Ttr wf-77 77-7T7 (lf)t> %)c 1 

77T %t°9)° 2 ) 77 7677 iOa 

(w) 77 9ff%5J 77(7; 2 7-2-78 7% 7T7 6 7 % farfanrftff 
% 9T7 717 7% ^f% %7 %) ^777 79%) 7 ) 777%) I 

AR9JT% %%T, 779R7 % %) 7771 77% fipfrj 

fr77 ST, f7H%7%) 791^77 ThTfri-T?! 97 f, Tq )<34 J) 
79%) 999J7 7%7T *ft? 777% f%faj3T 9T7%) % %7T I 
7-7 f%7(f%%) %) %% 7^7177 % ^9 %), 7^ 79% 

%TO 97 77) f77 76%) 71 7R % %9f %% I fsrfb- 
7%1T 7% fhrfasTfT 917%) 777T 9R 7% T7t7 77% 
9T7 W%) 7T%r 7%% 7T777771T^7n; %7%7 77917 
9J9A fff%AT%) % f9T)6HT *77 799TW %) 7% I 

67f77(T7 99 f%77%) ttf^TT % 77177 79% 7 R Ttf f7f7^ 

7Wl%) TRI 7T7 % 777 % 777 % f%77 7% 

ThfTT 


7TWT) 91771 79 7T7 

46^ ( f-l-U ) 

#/?7 Hd'^iRl %)f%7 7R7T j/7R% ^ f% 7%77 %J 9T7 7% 
7R 7o (997 %)*= 9)o-l/%)o %Yt>-2) %t %%/^7% 7|lf) fflR 
$ 777% 1P9 7771 77T %7%7 76919 F[671 77% 7F7 717 79 
(ROfTRl % 796177) %t 7%/^91% 5RT f7%%77 %f!T! 
77T, *(f%7T71 27-2-78 % 79TF?1 6 7%) fsRTMVlf % 
7TJ7R 71 1 — 


797 99 7T7 79T Jfvfl 9T%79 %J9T9T (%)° 

vfrH' fa M 'MH 

7 -? %W [ fr-l/%)°9t°--2) 

9>m 9T7 AT 79 9 0 

%f^TT 

o-l ffr 


?f% %9 



971^77 f%71 7171 ^ f% 79T177 f7797 7^) ^ I 


f7srtr9?% 51971 77% JtfT 9Tf7*17 SlfTTarf % ^RITSK 
9717 
f%7T71 

*(77 TOR % TlfTT! 777 97 f79f 79% % R71 ff7 ^ 7 ) 

WTliSro/Tptro 77157 ), %7t)9 771TA TJefl 7% fafTTO 

— 7% 7197 — — — — — 7% 99%) 

fam 1 

[7f7^7BT7» 2/78/9770 7)0 (8)94-777/ 1978/8860] 

%o 97771 99787, 77157) 


CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTOKAlE, KANPUR 

Kanpur, the 16th February, 1978 

S.O. 598,— In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under Rule 233 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, I hereby 
direct that all the manufactures of excisable goods in the Cent- 
ral Excise Coliectorate, Kanpur working under Saif Removal 
procedure (including those working under Record Based and 
Production Based Control systems) as laid down in Chapter 
VII-A of the Central Excise Rules, 1944 and notified under 
Government of India Notifications No, 171169-CE dt. 21-6-69, 
121/70-CE dated 28-5-70, 179/71-CE dated 23-9-71, 195/71-CE 
dated 12-11-71, 117/72-CE dated 25-3-72, 161/73-CE dated 
16-8-73, 1 8/75-CE dated 1-3-75, 123/76-CE dated 16-3-76, 
152/76-CE dated 1-5-76 read with 203/76-CE dated 19-6-76 
and 188/77-CE dated 18-6-77 shall file immediately after 
6. p.m. on the day prior to the Budget day, i.c. on the 27 Feb- 
ruary, 1978, a declaration with the Range Officer of their 
factory with a copy to the proper officer in the form append- 
ed to this Notification, The declaration shall contain : 

(a) The number of list gate pass (G.P. 1 and G.P. 2) 

issued by the manufacturer upto 6 p.m, on that date 
i.e. 27-2-78; and 

(b) the closing balance of the stocks held by the manu- 

facturer at 6 P M. on that date i.e. 27th February, 
1978. 

2. The above declaration shall be submitted by the assesses 
by hand in the Range Office against a written acknowledge- 
ment where the factories are located at or near the Range 
Hdqrs. Other assessees who may be situated far away from 
the Hdqrs. of the Range Office may send their declaration 
cither by hand or through telegram despatched on the same 
day. The manufacturer should keep with him the written 
acknowledgement or the receipt of the telegram sent by him. 
so that, it may be available for inspection by the Central Ex- 
cise Officer, if needed. 
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APPENDIX 

DECLARATION OF STOCK ETC. ON PRE-BUDGET 
DAY BY A MANUFACTURER WORKING UNDER SELF 
REMOVAL PROCEDURE 

1. Name of the Licensee. 

2. Licence No. 

3. Commodity. 

1/We hereby declare that the Serial Number of last Gate 
pass (es) in form G. P. l./G. P. 2 issued by me/us and the 
balance in hand of the excisable goods manufactured by me/ 
us on '''(dale— at 6 P.M.) wns/were as under : — 

Name of goods S. No. of Closing Balance of 

with tariff last excisable goods in 

Item No. G.P, 1/F.P. 2 stock as por P.G. 1 

Certified that the particulars given above arc correct. 

Place : 

Date : 

Signature of the assesses or his authorised agent. 

,|1 One day prior to the presentation of annual . budget of 
the Union Government. 

Handed over to the Superintendent/Assistunt Collectors of 
Central Excise on — — - — — at • — . 

[Notification. No. 2/78/C No. V(8) / 
94-Budgcl/78/8860] 

K. PRAKASH ANAND, Collector 

itfnflir swnr rwgftbTn 

STRT f, 7 19 78 

STITT TJW 

«PT° 3TTo 59 9. — 37TT5 WeT fTRRTwl- 1 9 4 1 % 
frrtTR 17 9 WTc ( 2 ) % WSttT TJH WflTtTf 7T 77TT 
TRTt |(t if' IpitT 3TTT7 iTJfTt % TPTT *FTTW TTTT^TWi 

ITT, fa 77 173 mu 70 ( 2 ) Y STTfifa fafafM TT77 T SCJT 
TrfacT Yr [tret *r rrt-t faraffaffw) y mrw 7 , tw 
0 fai ttTr tt 7?;fa m "A Trr tit; tr, 7 mr stIRth: fcrr f . 

far mf«raRT# if) M-srr 777 ttItt wit xTifa'farf'stT 
tr foil rtr 1 

[xrftnjW 777T7l°t°7n>/ 1 73 3733’ 7To ( 2)/( if ) 7 8 /TTp 7° 

( 3 0)/2 5-fRT?T/7 6] 

grt» ’‘.flTsrrr, 7rrrM 

(Office of the Collector of Central Excise) 

Bombay, the 7th February, 1978 
CENTRAL EXCISES 

S.O. 599. — In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
Rule 173RK(2) of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, 1 hereby 
empower, Superintendent and Assistant Collectors of Cen- 
tral Excise to condone delay in cases where the asscssee 
falls to discharge the duty liability within the time specified 
under Rule 173RD(2), upto 6 days and one month respec- 
tively subject to condition that adequate reasons are record- 
ed at the time of granting the said condonation. 

[Notification No, CER/173/RK(2)/(2)/78/F. No. V- 

(30)/25/Misc/76| 


faM, I 6 TRlA, 1 9 7 g 

OTTw'lt fowl) 

^TTo i>TTo 6 00 - -T.TtTtT 1J77T Y ffpj 77^ T J Rif TTrfapT 
fwr 5rm ^ It 7fafaT77 ioos (toes tt 42 ) 

tfa srRt 7 RT-mn ( 2 ) TtTt trtrr utf'ppff m 77 m 
517 RUttR 4 tPTPrqi WI?’ 4 STRT'f MptM =41 

TlTTTT frupf RTR-r, 77 26 TERR, 1977 (flfal) * 

dt? Y 77 77 favDT falTT % I 

[7757 7“ 2 9/ 3/ 7 7— er=rpH: (if))] 
rriTc JRTC7 W-V* . 77 faMm 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the 16th February, 1978 
(CARDMOM CONTROL) 

S.O. 600 .Tt is hereby published for the information of 

the public that, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of Section 7 of the Cardamom Act, 1965 (42 of 
1965), the Central Government has appointed Shri K. Gopala- 
krishnan Nayar, Publicity Ollicer in the Cardamom Board as 
Secretary, Cardamom Board, with effect from (he 26th Nov- 
ember, 1977 (F. N.). 

[File No. 29/3/77-I’lant(fi)J 
S. MAHADEVA IYER, Dy. Director. 

7 $ fMfr, 4 m«f, 1978 

vie wto 60 1 — Ersrfn (Trrfarit fafaTTr mYt fafttsur) wfafaPTT, 

1963 ( 19 6 3 TT 22) <Fr HTTT 7 3TTT TTrT MpT'-T) 77 37)7 
7TT7 gtr 7 : JP7 7T7. I i . 7TT7r 9 /TIT fTRTTT MuYl vi 1 r-i T, TfTa 'j.7 

A? (farm trtt) gr*rr ssftsr (farin' PtCftstt) y) tirt Tim =(r 
TrfirJT rfarmT t) wfa^RT 4 ° tto tt° 3152, tTKfa) 30 
fhTrrr/, 1 9 6 5 I TTTT/t xi-jTiyff 2 4 DiTf^ve o m x 9'! < rtTFT 
^7 1 % DflOT % fir if xrf'T'TT'ir % tKT 4 1TTT 5flT qr) % fwtr 
Mr ft 1 

[Ro 5(4)/74-fo *rr$u trttr ^oq")] 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 197K 

S.O. 601— In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby recognises 
for a further period of one year the Government of Orissa 
analytical Laboratories at Jaipur Road (District Cuttack) and 
Joda (District Keonjhar), as the agency lor the inspection of the 
Minerals and Ores Group 1, specified in Schedule IT annexed to 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Commerce, No. S.O. 3152 dated the 30th September, 1965. 

[No. 5(4) /74-El & EP] 

tplo W(o 602 — farfa ( Wfl-li) fTTTT tWaur) WftjfTTn, 
1963 ( 1963 TT 2 2) tTRT 7 SITT WT TteTT TT IFT>T 
TTff ?U TTTTT?: T5TTT TTTTTT fT!(fTTT SM-WnTT, TTRIJC 

fw (frTr tst) tttt (Ft^tt fttTflTftT) tt vtrtt % Trfimr 
twett wFcrgTTT 3150 frTrr 30 fMTf, 1 9 6 5 ?r 

. 4 -i ^FpjAt 2 itfirfirfM 'Tfiut ttYt wtrutt tt 2 % firfrwrr % 
Ftt wPrfFRr % tt *r Tf‘ Th Ar tIt errfj % f/m; ir^inr 
TTFTTTT M t I 


E. K. SRIKANTIA, Collector, 


[TT“ 5(4)/7d-fo *nfo tTo^ Tjoqfo] 
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S.O. 602. — ]n exercise of the poweis conferred by Sec- 
tion 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Ac!, 
1963 (22 of 1963) the Central Government hereby recognises 
for a further period of one year the Government of Orissa Ana- 
lytical Laboratories at Jaipur Road (District : Cuttack) and 
Joda (District : Keonjhar) as the agency for the inspection 
of the Minerals and Ores — Group II, specified in Schedule II 
annexed to the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Commerce No. S. O. 3150 dated the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1965. 

No. 5(4); 74- El & Li P 
zrf fWf, 4 ffirf, .1978 

tfiT. 3(T. 603. — fwqfcT ('t'ltfddf fcDDpTr) SrfcrfV'SrR', 1963 
(1963 TTT 32) 1JRT 17 iJTTT 77T TThiTT 

^kr wmi, =iriW qtOTTfarf ^ (wvrfe.^ 

iV-lR, 1077 WTt5TR ^ fcrW- 

feriW frcTR anTTcfr : — 

l. (i) f'Twf >tt htr Jtrfw qfi niiftm srr 
(?cnt?r^ f^iwn- 3if? fi%hnT faum, 1970 t i 

(2) 4 7T3TW tf BWM qft fUfW ^ JT«[c<T | 

2. qfpirrfti^rf 4 T^tfc; (w^nfvrsff fRWR ariV 
FrY^ot) ^cept, 1077 if fm 7 Y wpr cr ‘r-n^rr^fr?^^ 
fcnr>T irffrwWrr ww, 3T*rir( 

"7. faiVn 1 q%-— r^icpt uf wrq Y spiffa- 75 # ke, 
hAor Y q-fr q?Ar Y qfcr 

irkr, 

qftr Y frq if fWr gm sifyqnrnr qrf 
snrwf |” 

[R. 6(12)/75-fa. A. cPIT A. 13.] 

A. Yr. Tf/rAt, ictyt 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 1978 

S.O. 603. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963) the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules to amend the Export of Power Transfoimcrs 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1977, namely : — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Power 
Transformers (Quality Control and Inspection) Amendment 
Rules, 1978. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their pub- 
lication in the official gazette. 

2. In the Export of Power Tiwnsfonners (Quality Conti ol 
and Inspection) Rules, 1977, for ride 7 the following rule 
shall be substituted, namely : — 

“7. Inspection Fee — Subject to a minimum of Rupees 
one hundred, a fee at the rate of twenty paise for 
every hundred rupees of F.O.B. value of each con- 
signment shall be paid by (he exporter to the Agency 
as inspection fee." 

TNo. 6(J2)/75-EI & I P] 
C. B. KUKRETI. It. Secy. 

frrn *rtrtt fawn 

rr-rpr Win, ymTfl-faqftT 47 umim 

srrftr 

wnnjrare;, 1 s tirf, t .0 7 7 

47o Wo 604. — RTR) 47441 R7 R47 RTo f*To ’’WR Ro rr/ 

29-R/34 7 IT fpfo, tffpq 47 wta-RR 76 


RTR 1, lt)7 8/TT^4 13, 1899 631 

qft ^ q<tr % wjrr ru) R ftur RRtfRT r;ft¥ wlr 

rfrfTnrftT rffir? atiRfirw rr ort 0 T fin 50,000, 00 wo; 

(TRTR fJIR Wf) TO 47 RPTfR Wo Ro 'fl/T’T/ 183883 0 
ffTi-tp 4-12-75 R7T7 f4RlT, W Til 

^T?T 77747 fTTo 4?) 5 0,000.00 TfRR iff Wjfafq- RtffiT 
wcT trrr srfir T far ^ wuit rt W44R ferr | fir *i^t 
rffrr qfnrq Tfir qi 1 ? tw wwt t qr<m w 
ft | sftt Rttr f srrqrq it fvpr ^47 fsrTfPT '41 TThBr 
Tifr fitrr w f 1 

1017 qrt % 7777 if RT47T 7 74t WT IT TTfirq fqrqr | I 

7 Hfgz f fT fTTo Lfo ^r/qq/ 1 8 3 8.83(1 f'WftW 4- 1 2- I 975 
4?r 7)71 V(0T 77R7 qfff ttff ’df | WtT fifttfl ff f«K 77^47 
rrro 4?r fraT wfo qqntq Tih 47 WTftrfT 47 

wff f4.qr WTT wf^rr I 

tTfo Re tfr/77/ 1 838831) fddfT 4-12-75 4tf RR jffRT 
Ifjpp WPftf afcT 477 4?f Rttfr I I 

[ffo 78 |/R7 '{e/ 1 7 90 3/RRe/ 1 8/unR 7d/RR/TR RrrVlt/ 1263] 

RRe Rfo RR-RW ffflfWP 

(Department of Foreign Trade) 

Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
Ahmednbud 
ORDER 

Ahmedabad, 1 5th November, 1977 

S.O. 604. — M/s. Kovaran Man-Tech Pvt. Ltd, Plot No. 
A|29-A|34 Broach Industrial copy Estate I.td. Broach has 
been granted import licence No. P/S/1838836 dated 4-12-75 
lor Rs. 50,000/- (Rs. fifty thousand only) for Adipic Add 
and Molybdic Acad 96 per cent M03 ’4 olher than banned as 
per AM 76 Red Book. 

They have applied for duplicate custom purpose copy of said 
licence for Rs. 50,000/- on the ground that the original cus- 
tom copy has been lost /misplaced after having opened L/C and 
imported the material without utilised at all. 

In support of their claim applicant has filed an affidavit. 

I am satisfied that custom copy of licence No. P/S/ 
1838836 dated 4-12-75 has been lost and direct that duplicate 
licence of Custom purpose copy of said licence should be 
issued to tlie applicant, 

The original custom copy of Licence PjS| 1838836 dated 
4-12-75 is cancelled. 

[No. 78I/NU/17903/S. 10/AM-76/AU/SSI/1263] 
N. C. DAVE, Dy. Chief Controller 


R 4 R (rrWT, RTRTR-fRRtR 47 TTrErr, Rf hf 4 Ht 

mfar 

Rif hfPRt, KtRJTRTf, 19 78 

47 O Wo 6 05.— R|7 WT4T ? R5R rTriRTT, fRUTT 7.m fWT 
RfS Riff TUT, 'PJRT 47 Rto ftR % fvftr RifR^ 

RTTf % RTRPT pRR RTo Ro RfV/tr/ J 0 66 208 fTRFL 4-6-75 
RTTR f4RR RRr RT I RUT RRW 7 R7R trfWRT, f«I V.TRR 
firaR Rfj r fjwrr fV If Ft rt.- 4ft rTrt rrp r]t rjt fufR- 

RR fRRTRR 74177 Jtfn RTTTTPT Ut iff S Rl7 7R7 'IRTI 
WijfRfR TfRRT Tiff 47R % fvpr 7TR77 fuRT | 1 
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to or * wfr 51 bttot 5f ^ totow «rrf^r fron 1 1 
unjf^prrwff qtjss $ fi wr» it 4Wr nrw wfr jjst fiPm 
Ptwt srqWi sffa it bf ^ wfa f4^r fwi ^ fV ; 3 ’b£to 
it TOjfqf'T JTfTOt 5fRl ir STITT' i 

qT° it J£5T RPRT ITFF ST^WT hTt tfk TOTT fqfdHq Pl^l 
srqTJH vrf-r-ri tt fl ’it ^ i trait TOffiEr srfrot tow n 
srrft it irr t^f 1 1 

[ro 3/ttti oft/ 10 / 75/7 e/’ff n?er trq/ir/520] 

Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Export*, 

New Delhi 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th February, 1978 

5.0. 605.— General Manager-Cum-Chicf Engineer, of 
Bihar Slate Electricity Board, Bailey Road Patna was granted 
licence No. G /A/ 1066228 dt. 4-6-75 for the import of spares 
for G. E. distance realy. General Manager-Cum-Chief En- 
gineer, of B.S.E.B. Patna has reported that the Customs copy 
and Exchange Control copy of the licence have been mis- 
placed and he has requested to issue duplicate copies of the 
same. 

In support of their contention the applicant has filed an affi- 
davit. The undersigned is satisfied that the custom copy and 
exchange copy of the licence have been lost and directs that 
the duplicate copies of the said licence be issued. 

The original customs purpose copy and Exchange control 
purpose copies of the licence have been cancelled. A duplicate 
copies of the same is being issued separately. 

[No. 3 /SG/ 19/75-761 PLS|B|520] 

fowl, 16 TRlfl, 1978 

TO 0 iffTo 606, — H 5 * io fqo TOOhrtT lit Xr^tT-7 3, 
mi- 7 4 iff xraftr % fmr ww-mi 75 ift Biffr it 

iffa % snjtrn: bo io % jjq $0 iprr it mfff4ftwtt rnTroif 
% farr mf-fror wtfm fiw % >BW5j; TO mmA to?t % fair 

2 . 00 . 000 ’to ui?) (it to oh q ) to wm/t ?nT3tfi 4\/iJ 

2 7 00003/xrn:/trq tr?r/52/t^/3 7-3 8/tpT 'Fj/tW it t*T ETRtWT 
2 8- 8” 7 4 TOFT fiu I mn TO I V -4 <7 i atluu 1 4 \ 5f T^To it 

Xt-[ft1 8 l tfffiT 5(</M4 M fu wtTtV liTi i fsn V4 TOUR IT 

xrmtET fim I fi m° ir *pT 4tm rtf^r mftrnr stfq 
rrf/wpTPTwr f 1 hf | 1 trnt b? it iwptt $ fi 
it *E?T 3fffiT TpH bbfTOT bfb btm TObR-tO, TOTTO1T q 

Tsftfftr vrtf «ft xitr mi xrtfw to TOitq to faqr 
mn ’ll xfl7 xnr tot faqi ^ TOjfaft ^ *tifror 

itb 6, 000. 00 b ° (w: tJTOt OTf ) rTW it 'JTT TO7T i 

fair | 1 

2- qmt ni % qmro ir, mint Fr wrm totot bb tpn 
aRW-'ra nftET fTOT I I xpft^Rrt«f)' % f% tTTo 4" 4\/i 
2700003 ftpritf 28-8-74 4\ ’JIT tflRT WW trtffsPT srftT 
xrririT urt rif/srwFrw ft <if | xfl7 Wsr 3ffiT | fit 
-•rrq^pr tTT ° 5 ft TOffsi To tft'ur vjtrot rpfl ji -t mH t-t ift ^ i Tl 
ift 'TOft 'TTfftr 1 rmprtt rfo 'ft/^/270 000/WTT/tnr n^r/5 2/T^ 
37-78/tpT¥| TO/ t^if rft ItTT fl^TbP 28-8-74 tJST 4tPT 

jrtftJEr jt^t tr-r^rm Tfi *t?r ^roft i t 

[4° Tff'ff 4ttr^/l3/iT fitfhW/73*74/5fttpT ttP/^tSTR-2 S 9] 

'[ -- bp 0 TRfi, foiertP 


New Delhi, the 16th February, 1978 
ORDER 

S.O. 606. — M/s. Parry & Co. Ltd., Calcutta were grant- 
ed import licence No. P/E/2700003 /R/ ML 52|H|37-38| 
NQQ/SP. Cell dated 28-8-74 for import of Permissible types 
of spare parts required for Machinery and Equipments of 
U.K. origin as per policy for the period AM 75 for the value 
of Rs, 2,00,000/- (Rupees two Lakhs) only from U.K. for 
the licensing period April 73-March 74. Now the licensee has 
requested this office for the issue of Duplicate Customs Purpose 
copy of the licence on the ground that the original Customs 
Purpose copy of the said licence has been lost/misplaced. They 
have further stated that the original Customs purpose copy of 
the licence was registered with Calcutta Customs House and 
utilized partly, and the total amount for which the dupli- 
cate copy is required is to cover the balance of Rs. 6,000/- 
(Rupees six thousands) only. 

2, In support of their contention, the applicant has filed 
an affidavit on Stamped. The undersigned is satisfied that the 
original Customs Purpose copy of the licence No. P/ 
E/2700003 dated 28-8-74 has been lost/misplaced by the appli- 
cant and directs that duplicate Customs purposes copy of 
the said licence should be issued to them. The original Cus- 
toms Purposes copy of the Import Licence No. P/ 
F./2700Q03/R /ME/52/H/37-3 8 /NQQ/SP. Cell dated 28-8-74 
in hereby cancelled. 

[No. SPCL/13/UKIML/73-74/GLS/1 104] 
U. S. RAWAT, Dy. Chief Controller 


(w\tftf«Ti* froirn fitnif) 
xn^ir 

17TOf4t, 1978 

*To«to 607. — Wf BK 4/ 6 / 4/ 7 TO3PTT, fWW 
iffTTf (srftWT ) fTOB, 1952 3,4 5 ^ HTO 

ifta 3<«w (fimq tfrt: fqfwpr) wPqffiqq, 1951 (1951 
TO 65) qf OTTT 6 JTCT TOUT urflTOf TO spftq TOTf ftr, 73 ^- 

w 4 m wt*!t % htotot if arffar it nf if qqfs i 
ftrq, fTOuRtPafl TOfiftif if BTOiTw qoiqr-w q*fPr fitrotr 
% ffiRbf i TO 4 TOtff fr, wqfq : — 

BTO^fro i rt f-i q, toiPt fqnr 

i. 4f io tffs uptf, wtrot 

xptot Bfr wjt frt+w«r. 
qTTtfPr d4 cai Pm, 

5 5—4 /r* ’/fq, 

4^ fefff — 1 1002 4 

2. Iff IfTOt qi-T, 

sriti Erttiut*b, 

TOTR TfeBTTOt Prfqil, 
rffimf, TOTR— 60000 3 

3. «ff 7 f5T 

R*iq rnifisi, 

sffT-t TlTOrTtiu bqTrvtq fq[TOf. 

RFERtT/ TO4, 

cqq, 4^ fTtqrfr I 

4. XTo trq° P 3 ! 0 ^EriT, 

•4R474 PTOTOT [ 41444, 

40 tTftff ITTOT, 

4f f4e4f I 
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[oto IT— <1t? 3 ( i i ) ] 

5. «fV #T° ft° Tk, 

OWTfVTT (ofrv), 
totoo ok afrv omm, 
on, of f^^jvTi i 
fl. OOfOTOV Mm, 

0 I *,41 9 'd<i 7*f. *** ** l 

oot^thto ifo fanfi^Too % kvo, 

of fkofT — 1 1 00 5 7. 

7 - «ft ^To 170 o fijif , 

Mm ok 500 vkorm oftroofi fkm=r, 

ilil f f07i4O foftlt*, 

mo irao, ikft okt ^jk, 

■ok, ^mf- 400001 . 

8. f S\ 0O° Olk-I, 
omkm, 

Tfkr^ vfovw, 

'fr>iFT’---2 (ottooi 

9. *k OOo 170° 4'IH , 

oootofkr (totoo soto) 

ir-oror imjkkr forMo, 

124, OTOOO, Of (iFff I 

10. «ft *fV<> TTOPjrrf, 

30 OOF-rfo, 

***¥¥ THF3T tWr£¥, 

ooo mor k?ZT, ofkro <mk, 

Ote 1113 Oo 1038, >Jilf-400021. 

11. «ft 'ko v^r, 

fktfro too srw^-, 

33001^ fk, 

of Mfr-noois. 

1 2. <7o PITffsPr, 

WET Mov, 

^fwreo k 1 ® ^ftwi H^oi (on uflfim) fkfofi, 

240, fto kT° fk, ^ff-400001. 

13 . ki ftiwfV otift, 

1J*T •f'flll'HI, imp 0T<° tTTfo ifto wto 0^37*3 

kilt, 

Mo Tk, iof or&r, 

JJIlf-400038. 

14. oorofa/ooio skftrftr, 

C ^ s 1 * r*% -*. f*i fi t* i 

WFIO 0TT3T3 T3TW3 lllOOTOT OT1T, 
i-0, ijks w sokf fk, 

VOV3T-700013. 

is. ooTofo/oooT sfofofiT, 

OlTok f klHI fsfooflT Mt, 

fflOT 0.441^1, 

vowr-i. 

is. oorofo/oorn ofofok, 

woM tftfo fifoiffli tM, 

STTT ijnf STfo»0 ok oik ^Nit, 
o«o?o or# wr, 
i?oi orik, ijnf i 


1 7. sfo Mm, 

OTTO ok kn SlTTO, 

MrorTooo i 

1 8 . ortw or 3000 oro-Moof, 

f8H4Hl H"¥ OTTO |flO imk.UH OTO f fVqT f^kiT, 

1717^71 WT, l?Ift TTT^ 170, 

fk*fr, 

19 . ska kkw/^ 7 m akkfa, 

ITTOT |*fl IkPf^lTTr fvlToS* , 
af ftFifl- i 

20 . «ff gkr von:, 
owfki, 

okftkv foVTTT flOTO, 

"mro if 'M i o 9 , 

■k tifot i 

2 1 . ooiofo, 

wn fikokr omr, 

iot^m 4 ^ 11 , 

1 1-10 T^k, Oilf-l. 

22. ofko IT oovr omWfvkt, 

(km trk akfrfkifV fim, 
flWTNV ooo, oo otjtWt fk, 
of knft i 

23. 0 M 1 I 5 V 1 4/ (otfk ok vko ) , 

0 WHI WTOtO, 

01 54 1 OlO, 

of ftnft i 

24. flOOOWJfO, 

5T^ oifk, 

fooW oio, of fimft i 

25. «ft 00° 00° okr, 

ffioo ofwkV (ofw), 
oikkt fiioo ora fokmoo, 
of fktfr i 

2 0 foktv, 

%ofk oov ok o^ft ooroo w'jooio onrro, 
otooot: i 

2 7. '4t ft° ^O 7TO, 

'jfis ofkfkk oikvkt, 
totoo ok ofrv oomo, 
of fkoft i 

2 . %kkOW7, fllOO oftnj (ofw Oltft) koo, 19 52 
f; (ooo 2 4r fi (o) k 05000 ir *ft 00 ° 00 ° oko, fwro 
oftmfV (okv), ovokft foioo oirfoknoo, of kwff v> 
010 ffioo ofxio ofii k foff vt oroo vik k kro 
kon vrkr | 1 

[it 8/9/77-iff f> 50] 

So 037000, oit ofki 
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MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 12, Shri A. Laljee, 

Managing Director, 

(Department of Industrial Development) Catalysts & Chemicals India (West Asia) Ltd., 

240, D. N. Road, Bombay-400001. 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th February, 1978 

S.O. 607. — IDRA/6/4/77. — In exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by section 6 of the Industries (Development and 
Regulation) Act, 1951, (65 of 1951), read with Rules 3, 4 and 
5 of the Development Councils (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the 
Central Government hereby appoints, for a period of two 
years with effect from the date of publication of this Order 
in the Official Gazette, the following persons to be members 
of Development Council for Inorganic Chemical Industries, 
namely ; — 

DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL FOR INORGANIC 
CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES 


1. Sbri K. C. Sharma, Chairman 

Chairman & Managing Director, 

Fertilizer Corporation of India, 

55-Nehru PI ace. 

New Delhi-1 10024. 

2. Dr. Esso John, 

Managing Director, 

Madras Fertilizers Ltd., 

Manali, Madras-600003. 

3. Shri Paul Pothen, 

Managing Director, 

Indian Fertilizers Farmers Coipn. Ltd., 

Mansarover Building, 

Nehru Place, New Delhi. 

4. Dr. S, S. Baijal, 

Managing Director, 

Indian Explosives Ltd.. 

40 Lodi Estate, New Delhi. 

5. Shri D. C. Rao, 

Adviser (Fert.), 

Ministry of Chemicals & Fertilizers, 

Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi. 

6. F'xecuitve Director, 

Fertilizers Association of India, 

Near Jawaharlal Nehru University, 

New Delhi-1 10057. 

7. Shri K. S. Hinge, 

Director & Chief Executive Officer Development, 
Tata Chemicals Limited, 

Bombay House, Honii Modi Street, 

Fort, Bombay-400001. 

S'. Shri S. Vakil, 

General Manager, 

Saurashtra Chemicals, 

Porbandar-2 (Gujarat). 

9. Shri S. N. Tandon, 

Vice President (Chemical Division), 

Ballarpur Industries Ltd., 

124, Janpath, New Delhi. 


10. Shri V. Ramadurai, 

Vice President, 

Standard Mills Co. Lid., 

Mafat Lai Centre, Nariman Point, 
Post Box No. 1038, Bombay-400021, 

11. Shri J. P. Kapoor, 

D.C.M. Chemical Works, 

Najafgnrh Rond, 

New Del hi- 11 00 15. 


13. Shri Jimmy Gandhi, 

Chief Chemicals, WIMCO Indian Mercantile Cham- 
bers, 

Nickel Road, Balard Estate. 

Bombay-400038. 

14. President/His Representative, 

All India Silicate Manufacturers Association, 

I- A, Surcndra Nath Road, Banerjee Road, 
Calcutta-700013. 

15. President/His Representative, 

Indian Chemicals Manufacturers Association, 

Indian Exchange, 

Calcutta-1. 

16. President /His Representative, 

Chemicals Plant Manufacturers Association, 

C/o Bombay Chamber of Commerce A Industry, 
Makhnon Mackanzie Building, 

Ballard Estate, Bombay. 

17. Managing Director, 

Bharat Heavy Plate & Vessels, 

Vishakapatnam. 

18. Chairman or his Nominee, 

Mineral & Metals Trading Coipn. of Tndiu Ltd., 
Express Building, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, 

New Delhi. 

19. Managing Director/His representative, 

Bharat Heavy Electrical Ltd., 

New Delhi. 

20. Shri Surcsh Kumar, 

Dy. Secretary, 

Deptt. of Industrial Development, 

Ministry of Industry, 

New Delhi. 

21. The President, 

Alkali Manufacturer’s Association, 

Bansilal Mansion, 

II- Bruee Street, Bombay-L 

22. Secretary or his nominee, 

Department of Science and Technology, 

Technology Bhavan, New Mehrauli Road, 

New Delhi, 

23. Adviser /(Industry and Minerals), 

Planning Commission, 

Yojana Bhavan, New Delhi, 

24. Development Commissioner, 

Small Seale Industries, 

Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi. 

25. Shri M. S, Grover, 

Development Officer (Fertilizers), 

Directorate General of Technical Development, 

New Delhi. 

26. Director, 

Central Salt & Marine Chemicals Research Industry, 
Bhavnagar (Gujarat). 

27. Shri P. Jayantha Rao, 

Sr, Project Officer, 

Ministry of Chemicals & Fertilizers, 

New Delhi, 

2. Tn Pursuance of clause (c) of rule 2 of the Develop- 
ment Council (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri M. S. Grover, Development Officer 
(Fertilizers) Directorate General of Technical Development, 
New Delhi to carry on the functions of the Secretary to the 
said Development Council. 

[No. 8/9/77-CDNJ 
PREM NARAIN, Under Secy, 



wm thutt; wnt 4, ms/'firpj-r 13, iae 9 


[wm H — jjij 3( ii ) ] 

(mt> Tmir firqTn) 

WT^HT 

nf 1 8 qr-orfl, 197a 

Wowrio 6 os.— otTO (fawn ?r«n Wnm) wfafamr, 1 9 s 1 
( 1 952 W 05 ) # ETTCT 6 % 5 TTT Wl W rfafa 

TOl ^TT rrssnfj fawn (Hrfafafil) fwr, 1952 % farm 

2 , 4 TflT 5 % Ttm <TW §T![ %rjffa 1 TWT 7 : rPTCJ 17 T fainfarfiOT 

TOfewr "A vrp-fr wwi % vprfr otto faq-m w^?r fapfa 
9 spurt, 1975 % srtr nfaT JnfWr sfbrrn % farrfar tts^t 
• j.ti:<r.r-' ■ ■'Jvi^fT’T ;wfrsH if r fawr q-fwj -j r furor f-rqir-r 
| tftr ^ Mur | f% -3^ safari Jr faMf-ifiap 
farorm cn^rr rwttFr fann thtitu, wqftj : — • 

(i) 3W arrerrf 3 p; 0 is £ tt nt ufaffa: i 
7 «rrvr *Tt frorfafarcr srfafcr srfapirrftr;T n?c inqfa, 
spTfq; : — - 

15 . TTo WRo 71 % WSTm, 

srnTp ^JTTffar arfipfrifa, 
farrm wr i/WrPrfa faum, 

5 ft faMt i 

(ii) orrenr ? io 2 8 % 9 W>j frorf'Tfar'T fa fafa «7 

fJfrnr nrr^ : 

29 - >sflr srwuf mt %?rr 
IfaW, fa* *Wr, 

■fa ffasfr i 

ifffhtr wtirn: fa fiwn tMw 

i, * t^To <fU rffafar, wwsr 

srwwr, 

fafa^t^Tfapp.^^WfarnrTOiftSTo fao, . 

RrrwT, ttot, 
flTirt i 

2 - ¥T° pno rnfo aifor, 

trtw rfa sfasr ffaw, 
flpjwPT wrffa zw fafifay, 

«i'I^A< I 

3 . flwrsr ifa sfaw ffarmr, 

^o $fa tfafawfar irnfafaH frrPfar, 
fafa (farrtr)i 


7. fa %o ^ro ii^rfr, 

WSW, 

WT77T HTfa^H TTTT STo fee, 

'ftrmT, farfar i 

3 o fa*ifatfa€l rruftST^T fafafai, 

WRT I 

9. fa ^ifUtir; ftfa, 

Wo ?ffa (tffan) fafnis, 

TOfaTOTOTJ I 

I 0. fa TOT° %° faTT, 

jrrfcr^o snr° tr^o *rojo ffarin: (tffan) fafrrifa, 

*1"RT I 

1 1. fa' tpro rjTTo faffaiiH, 

jtt% finRf wn tfwr fwF^, 

»rarf i 

12. sft <fio frr, sifa Prtww, 

Wt 3r?r»fK (tftm) ftrPrtr, 

TOW I 

13 . *ft #|o qiTo ^WfT , 

TirfriPT t^PWTf, 
tuftpTrrfOT <Ia i, , 

I 


1 4 , Pl^vw, 

§514 fl^Prw taftPio Pwst tfetripjTr, 
5%r i 

15 . T\o TTTT 0 ipo ^'*^1 '■! f 
faPmM rrnTdPw WTfwr:, 
fqwr WT aWtfWl fwro, 

»rt ftwfl i 

16 . ►-#! r^To to PfrtlJTCT, 

r~ ~k 

min% 

iff otlTfolft otrrf o, 

m'imV i 

1 7 . *sfi r^o *TTTo tpo 
AWT, 

FTOT 
TOmr i 


4. stir Prtroir, 

^ o SI o toti PtPtJt, 

Pror^TTm i 

5 . TOCTST, 

^ffipT *i“(iH iw rrjfipfi j.TiTf, 

2 2 5/82, ifaT ifi=TO; 5T o 11, 

irrfi^rr srr^t i 

6. «fi tfw Wiff, 

^o 4?m t^= faftSs, 

T^rr i 

324 QI/ 77 — 3 . 


1 8 . «ft r?>To l^Wo fofrtt, 
srfir 

^o 

jtto R t Or^y , 

T 5* 1 

19. HOT, 

tlfT^TTPr TTWI 3 T prftfewrr, 
»ft rrifo HTTo ?r#f WTO! 

^o TTtrj if,+^|rfi p 4 PtST, 

'pr (tthott ot firf^rir) I 
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20 . ^ t(o tjo ^TTT, 

4° $4^ sfastn Rrfirhr, 'jrr 

H o 4 °r > < ^ 77PT '^fb«i|T PhTo | 

21 - ®fl mGi tf^T° i'li^fr, *fW3t, 

Jtobtw *Hvrrw<t flwjfrwwf u,diRmviffi 

53, f^T^TTT 
tht4 i 

22 . fTWT, 

trr#?r ferftar, e 

+VlT>Tll I 

23- TTjJcT <^F5T, 

tftfrfmryH srptf ff)mT 
ar«ir$ I 

24. *-ft t^To HTfTo .{PTf , 

wjfarfl Pitvw n*rr iff Rijr irw’p, 

«ttot f*ft ftrftrihr, 

nf frwfr i 

25. «h 5PR?T, 

Mm*, 

farm wrt[«Frr w ^tutf-Tr, 

^ tjtfpr, ?rf i 
2 6- ^ ’Tffo Pffo ii’T.bw, 

*r*r f^w, 
vrrefbr pet* fetr, 
fosft i 

27. ‘41 tlHo •HvmP'HR, 

wPr?, trrd otFt frffnT, 

*sfl4 03l>l4, 

'1 1 blt’vft I 

28 . *fl *rrr° tffi° ang;, <nPT-pf^T 

shutt! f^T?r pfHrrrft', 

na.4i^ ftauu TT naif-i^bii'-m, 
fe?ft I 

29. >41 srewnrrf *npTT, 

4PTPT, ?fw wr I 

[«» * 0 4-2 3/7 0-l.‘Ro ffo] 

C(° typo ?fiTt, triT4tt uf4s I 

(Department of Heavy Industry) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 18th February, 1978 

8.0. 608. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 6 of the Industries (Development & Regulation) Act, 
1951 (65 of 1952) read with Rules 2, 4 and 5 of the 
Development Council (Procedural) Rules 1952, the Central 
Government hereby appoints the following persons to bo 
members of the Development Council constituted by the 
order of the Government of India in the Department of 
Heavy Industry Order dated 9th August, 1976 for the Sche- 
duled Industries engaged in the manufacture or production of 
Machine Tools and directs that the following substitution and 
amendments shall be made in the said order, namely : — 

(i) In the said order for entries occurring against No. 15 
the following entries shall be substituted, namely : — 

15. Dr. R. G. Kumble, 

Principal Scientific Officer, 

Department of Scientific and Technology, 

New Delhi. 


(ii) In the said order after No. 28 the following may 
be inserted : 

29. Shri Prasannabhai Mehta, 

Member, T.ok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL FOR MACHINE TOOLS : 

1. Shri N. P. Godrej, Chairman. 

Chairman, 

M/s. Godrej & Boyce 
Manufacturing Co. Pvt. Ltd., 

Lalbag, Parel, 

Bombay. 

2. Dr. S. M. Patil, 

Chairman & Managing Director, 

Hindustan Machine Tools Ltd., 

Bangalore. 

3. Chairman & Managing Director, 

M/s. Heavy Engg. Corporation Ltd., 

Ranchi (Bihar). 

4. Managing Director, 

M/s. Praga Tools Ltd,, 

Secundrabad. 

5. President, 

Indian Machine Tools, 

Manufacturers Association, 

225/82, Jolly Maker Chambers No. 11, 

Nariman Point, Bombay. 

6. Shri Deepak Mukherjee, 

M/s. Cooper Engg. Ltd., 

Poona. 

7. Shri K. K. Maheshwari, 

President, 

M/s. Bharat Fritz Worner Pvt. Ltd., 

Pcenya, Bangalore. 

8. Shri Palinanappnn, 

M/s. Productivity 
Elements Ltd., 

Madras. 

9. Shri Deshbir Singh, 

M/s. Harig (India) Ltd., 

Ghaziabad. 

10. Shri N. K. Patel, 

C/o M/s. R. H. W. Windsor (India) Ltd., 

Thana (Maharashtra). 

11. Shri M. S. Srinivasan, 

C/o M/s, Vickers Sperry of India Ltd., 

Bombay. 

12. Shri P. Sen, Managing Director, 

M/s, Davy Ashmore (India) Ltd., 

Calcutta. 

13. Shri D. S. Mulla, 

Consulting Engineer, 

Eng. Centre, Bombay. 

14. Director, 

Central Mechanical Engg., 

Research Institute, 

Durgapur. 

15. Dr. R. G. Kumble, 

Principal Scientific Officer, 

Dcptt. of Science & Technology 
New Delhi. 

16. Shri M. E. Visveswaran, 

Director, 

C.M.T.I., 

Bangalore. 

17. Shri S. R. P, Subramanian, 

President, 

.Small Tools Manufacturers 
Association, Madras. 

18. Shri M. M. Sikri, 

Managing Director, 

M/s. Drill Co. Metals, 

Corbides Pvt. Ltd., Poona. 
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19. President Industrial Diamonds Tools Association,— 

Shri N. R. Shetty of M/s. Greaves Cotton & Co. 

Ltd., 

Poona. (Diamond Tool Division). 

20. Shri A. A. Baker, 

Managing Director, 

M/s. Horstman India Ltd., 

Poona and M/s. Baker Gorstmen Mercer India 
Ltd., 

21. Shri Suresh M, Mehta, Chairman. 

Textile Machinery Manufacturers’ Association, 

53, Mittal Chambers, 

Bombay. 

22. Director General, 

Ordance Factories. 

6 Esplande East, 

Calcutta. 

23. Shri Rahul Bajaj, 

President, 

Association of India, 

Automobile Mfrs,, 

Bombay. 

24. Shri M. R. Naidu, 

Executive Director & Group General Manager, 
Bharat Heavy Electricals Ltd., 

New Delhi. 

25. Shri Mohd. Akratn, 

Director, 

Office of the Development Commissioner, 

Small Scale Industries, 

New Delhi. 

26. Shri Y. S. Venkateawaran, 

Deputy Director General, 

Indian Standards Institutions, 

New Delhi. 

27. Shri S. Gancsapandtan, 

Under Secretary, 

Deptt. of H. I., 

Ministry of Industry, 

New Delhi. 

28. Shri R, N. Basil, Mem. 

D.O. Incharge, Secy. 

D.G.T.D., 

New Delhi. 

29. Shri Prasannabhai Mehta, 

Member, Lok Sabha. 

[F. No. 4-23/76-MT] 
A. F. COUTO, Jt. Secy. 


7^ fitetfr, 21 fjTTOR, 1977 

Vto Wto 609 — TO. EjlfETO W*tT MRWH'T ('jfh 

% TORET % trfVpRR 411 TOfa) wfufFIR, 1962 ( 1962 TT 

so) iff ottt 3 nft tourt ( 1 ) % ^pEt rtto hwt E EjE 

fiWT TOTTTO El WffcEJTOT TT° RT° #0 94 PT/Eff 8-1-77 

im EEEt t rtr E to wfugror Jr Etot E EtEriw 
njfrof E toEBt E niftmT Er imp) Er fawEt % toEto 

E EPf XtfTO TOE TT WTOT WTSP1 sfrfTO TV fTOT «TT I 

Er to; mro trrftrTivt E top xrftrfaTO Et nm 6 Et 
■3pani ( i ) % reSEt wi < Er fEfri i ^ 1 1 

Er flin, to. EEBt totr E top fEBE to froir tto 
ifr tpr^-pi; to RftnjroT E Etot to/jEt Jr fEBrfEr E 
ttEpt tt kEitr *tfro tEt tt fEBrinro Pror % \ 


TO, TO: UTO RfafETO 4?) STITT 6 'ft TOSTRT ( 1 ) STTT 
STTOT WfET TT TOEt TRt %rjf fa TRTTT Ttto 5TTT ElfEr 

TTdt £ ftf TO ^rtT^TOT Jr E(TR E fEftfire TOTOtjfEEf 
E toEEt yt RfETTir he *ttto BestE E toEto 4; fjpr tr?T?;- 
rrrr Rfro ferr toit ^ i 

EVr, rh) to airt Er TTarrrr (4) trt 7 tot hErm tt 
toEt toE ft/ %?#Er trtr fEEw Etfi | fE tojt *jErEr Jr toEEt 
Tr wIettr E^fEr totr Jr fElip gth E tow htpet 
ttrEiEto fE° trEt to Er E ijto to E to Ettot E sttpto 
Er to trEi Er fEf^r ^mn 




PTrilP : TPTT^T 

fj|<iT r ’i 1 

7 plTRr 

irri 



Etottt 

itoTTRo ip) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Efjirr TfTOf 

67/2 

0 

12 

48 


6 7/(3 

0 

04 

00 


67/ 5 

0 

06 

40 


6 3/3 

0 

08 

48 


62 

0 

47 

03 


5 4/l 

0 

30 

92 


53 

0 

40 

73 


4 7/l 

0 

45 

58 


48 

0 

30 

56 


49 

0 

09 

63 


39 

0 

25 

20 

Tr^foir 

4 

0 

15 

38 


fi/l 

0 

17 

92 


5/2 

0 

12 

60 


3 

0 

14 

76 

EEt 

9 3/EI 





(98) 

0 

09 

12 


9 5,/Ej 





(99) 

0 

28 

00 


9S/E 

0 

41 

00 


207 

0 

08 

00 


203 

0 

30 

73 


204 

0 

12 

84 


199 

0 

27 

13 


108 

0 

25 

12 


190 

0 

19 

5 4 


1 89 

0 

10 

04 


188 

0 

14 

SB 


9 5/(5 

0 

12 

48 


9 SET 

0 

4 0 

48 


95/71/9 

0 

3 5 

28 


9 5/tI/ 8 

0 

41 

84 


9 5 /Ef/P 

0 

16 

6 2 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


gs/'ft/'jft 

0 

68 

72 


95/41/(9- 

0 

79 

28 


9 5 /4r/*r 

0 

55 

80 


9 5/41/1 

0 

42 

1 8 


9 5/41/% 

0 

42 

00 


12 

0 

21 

56 


13 

2 1 / 1 

0 

19 

80 


46 

2l/l 

0 

49 

5 3 


41 

2l/l 

0 

20 

39 


50 

2 I / 1 

0 

37 

44 


51 

2 l/l 

0 

13 

24 


57 

2 l/ 1 

0 

41 

04 


53 

0 

1 5 

5 6 


2l/5 

0 

5 3 

3 6 


21/6 

2l/l 

0 

42 

00 


1 2 

2l/l 

0 

34 

12 


1 1 

2l/l 

0 

04 

16 


9 

2l/l 

0 

39 

78 


8 

0 

1 5 

84 


8 

0 

09 

34 


6 

0 

02 

56 


7 / 41-17 

f 0 

18 

72 


7/41-41 

0 

04 

64 


7/41-41 

0 

08 

48 


7/41-41 

0 

23 

28 


13 

0 

26 

00 


14 

0 

21 

4 2 


15 

0 

22 

68 


94 

0 

18 

63 


93 

0 

18 

72 


68 

0 

36 

99 


87 

0 

07 

29 


92 

0 

00 

10 


[ffo 120 2 0/ 6/ 7 S-sfPPF'fT'T] 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM 

New Delhi, the 21st September, 1977 

S.O. 609, — Whereas by a notiflearion of the Government, 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (Depart- 
ment of Petroleum) S.O. No. 94 dated 8-1-1977 under sub- 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government declared its Intention to 
acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the sche- 
dule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipelines. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act submitted report 
to (he Government. 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the. .said report, decided f o acquire the right of 
user in the lands Specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification. 

Now therefore in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Govormenf hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended lo this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines. 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest on the date of 
the publication of this declaration in the Indian Oil Cor- 
poration Limited free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Palanpur District : Banaskantha Gujarat State 
Village Survey No. Extent 


Kotda Chandgadh 


Rajpuria 


Jethi . 



H 

A 

Sq.M 

2 

3 

4 

5 

. 67/2 

0 

12 

48 

67/6 

0 

04 

00 

67/5 

0 

06 

40 

63/3 

0 

08 

48 

62 

0 

47 

03 

54/1 

0 

30 

92 

53 

0 

40 

73 

47/1 

0 

45 

58 

48 

0 

30 

56 

49 

0 

09 

63 

39 

0 

25 

20 

. 4 

. 0 

15 

38 

5/1 

0 

17 

92 

5/2 

0 

12 

60 

3 

0 

14 

76 

. 95/T 




(98) 

0 

09 

12 

95/Z 




(99) 

0 

28 

00 

95/J 

0 

41 

00 

207 

0 

08 

00 

203 

0 

30 

78 

204 

0 

12 

84 

199 

0 

27 

18 

198 

0 

25 

12 

190 

0 

19 

54 

189 

0 

16 

04 

188 

0 

14 

88 

95/Chh. 

0 

12 

48 

95/ch 

0 

40 

48 
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i 

Jcthi (contd.) 


Iqbal Giidh (Sarotri) 


Zanzarwav 


Juni Sarotri 


TfRTT HT TTHIff - wiM- 


2 

3 

4 

5 

95 /P /9 

0 

35 

28 

95 /P /8 

0 

41 

84 

95 /p/Gh 

0 

16 

62 

95 /p/G 

0 

68 

72 

95 /p/Kh 

0 

79 

28 

95 /p/Th 

0 

55 

80 

95 /p/i 

0 

42 

18 

95 /p/K 

0 

42 

00 

12 

0 

21 

56 

13 

0 

19 

80 

21/1/ 




46 

0 

49 

53 

21/1/ 




41 

0 

20 

39 

21/1/ 




50 

0 

37 

44 

21/1/ 




51 

0 

13 

24 

21/1 




57 

0 

41 

04 

21/1/ 




53 

0 

15 

56 

21/5/ 

0 

53 

36 

21/6/ 


42 

00 

21/1/ 

0 

34 

12 

12 

0 

04 

10 

21/1/ 




11 




21/1/ 




9 

0 

39 

78 

21/1/ 




8 

0 

15 

84 

8 

0 

09 

34 

6 


02 

56 

7/P-A 

0 

18 

72 

7/P-B 

0 

04 

64 

7/P-C 

0 

08 

48 

7/P-D 

0 

23 

28 

13 

0 

26 

00 

14 

0 

21 

42 

15 

0 

22 

68 

94 

0 

18 

63 

93 

0 

IS 

72 

88 

0 

36 

99 

87 

0 

07 

29 

92 

0 

00 

10 


[No. 12020/6/76-Prod. ] 


UTo SIT 3 610." JIT: TpR JTfair TRIRTipT (njfri 

if Riifro % TritrirR n tt4i) wPafam, 19 62 (i9R2 hi 
5 o ) iff hrt 3 iff Rurm ( i ) =6 sTtfla mia tritr $ q-jt- 
ftrtm IURI ITT iOa^'PTT ITT o TTTo 3S3 ITT.TI 7-1-77 ?Rr 
iFjfi trur ?r 7*r nflr^iar f! itrr if fififosj 

tjfluff % RR-rn i> Wfij-TK "(ft nvWRaf in fkvfk «f; xilm 
% f'To nfoa TRa m war Torn iffia if fur it i 

vftx JR: TTarn TrrRiqTT^r ff wi wftoftm iff strt 6 iff 
ttstrt ( j ) % Tiara tritr iff Pure * tfr t 1 

ufa wim, ia: %nffi hitr a rut fxifi <r fim. ifA 
a: hir m ttPfjiii i irfi si^^fr if fif-rfm if 

RUPT in tt Prir r/r%a inif nr fiftm fuu 1 


4, 1 9 7 S/HUpPr 1 3, 1899 

w, na: Ria wftrfspnT iff «trt 6 iff rittrt ( i ) brt 
trtt wfta arr aoia itt^ ^T^fizr trur na^sRT iffitf irTi 
| far si nftr^Tar it xf tr^rV if fafaftTR ria vjfaiff if 
rttpt irr wPjitr hit ana Praia % iTfRa % fara nai- 
irt nfara fmr rut 1 1 

TfR, TTPT Rtf HURT iff 7JTORT ( 4 ) SRI TORT irflRlf ITT 
Tiara if^ g" ^fspt trttr fain %fr $ fir aia iffiif if rittPi 
in TtraiTR %acVa tritr if Pt%t jiff % im rfiaa Trnm 
iTRift«R fa o if mfr inf a qia if if, w appiT % mana 
iff xn tfRfir iff fafija p/rai i 

aiafa : aaif fam : wnrji im : iraiiia 


rtrt a 0 


tfllS'T 



£ir 

17 If7 

uf- 




TfteT 

2 


4 

5 

750 

0 

09 

71 

75 1 

0 

0 6 

47 

749 

0 

08 

90 

743 

0 

0 9 

7 1 

747 

0 

04 

0 5 

75 7 

0 

1 3 

76 

723 

0 

01 

62 

7 1 1 

0 

23 

47 

7 I 2 

0 

00 

8 1 

7 0 9 

0 

14 

57 

707 

0 

1 5 

38 

7 0 0 

0 

01 

6 2 

693 

0 

1 2 

9 5 

695 

0 

01 

62 

694 

0 

02 

43 

69 6 

0 

10 

52 

678 

0 

01 

62 

677 

0 

10 

5 2 

679 

0 

02 

43 

561 

0 

04 

05 

560 

0 

08 

90 

55 8 

0 

02 

43 

5 5 8/91 2 

0 

1 4 

5 7 

557 

0 

01 

62 

2 1 5 

0 

22 

67 

2 1 4 

0 

0 3 

24 

208 

0 

0 1 

62 

226 

0 

01 

6 2 

227 

0 

10 

52 

2 30 

0 

08 

09 

232 

0 

01 

62 

236 

0 

0 8 

90 

2 29 

0 

01 

62 

237 

0 

08 

09 

238 

0 

07 

28 

23 9 

0 

06 

47 
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wxr (m) 






2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

246 

0 

04 

05 

8T«T (VTIT:) 

344 

0 

02 

43 

247 

0 

01 

62 


346 

0 

1 2 

1 4 

24 5 

0 

14 

5 7 


348 

0 

02 

43 

2 6' 1 

0 

10 

5 2 


349 

0 

0 9 

7 1 

262 

0 

15 

38 


2 1 5 

0 

0 5 

67 

2 6 3 

0 

00 

81 


213 

0 

03 

24 

3 32 

0 

03 

24 


224 

0 

12 

9 5 

331 

0 

22 

66 











196 

0 

25 

0 9 

241 

0 

01 

62 











197 

0 

0 2 

4 3 

306 

0 

01 

62 











194 

0 

1 0 

52 

307 

0 

04 

86 











193 

0 

1 9 

42 

308 

0 

1 7 

80 











9 59 

0 

0 5 

67 

309 

0 

02 

43 






328 

0 

17 

81 


982 

0 

0 0 

81 






96 1 

0 

0 8 

9 0 

3 1 8 

0 

0 7 

28 






314 

0 

00 

47 


9 65 

0 

08 

9 0 

315 

0 

13 

76 


966 

0 

09 

7 1 

31G 

0 

12 

95 


1033 

0 

12 

95 






102 9 

0 

0 8 

09 

519 

0 

0 7 

26 











1028 

0 

25 

09 

5 2. *5 

0 

01 

62 






520 

0 

20 

24 


1070 

0 

00 

8 1 






1069 

0 

09 

7 1 

527 

0 

08 

09 











1067 

0 

01 

62 

528 

0 

07 

28 











1068 

0 

1 9 

42 

52 9 

0 

0 1 

62 











1035 

0 

01 

6 2 

3 73 

0 

0 2 

43 











1084 

0 

2 1 

85 

3 74 

0 

00 

8 1 











1090 

0 

03 

24 

375 

0 

02 

43 











1091 

0 

I 3 

76 

376 

0 

0 5 

66 











1101 

0 

03 

24 

48 1 

0 

0 0 

81 











1 100 

0 

06 

48 

509 

0 

0 5 

67 











1099 

0 

06 

47 

5 0 8 

0 

09 

71 











1098 

0 

0 3 

24 

503 

0 

12 

14 











1104 

0 

04 

86 

502 

0 

05 

67 











1 107 

0 

10 

52 

500 

0 

14 

57 











1108 

0 

1 5 

38 

499 

0 

0 1 

62 






487 

0 

05 

66 

wPTfr 

279 1 

0 

01 

62 

498 

0 

04 

85 


2549 

0 

0 5 

67 

489 

0 

19 

42 


2550 

0 

00 

8 1 

472 

0 

03 

24 


2 5 78 

0 

02 

43 

471 

0 

0 3 

24 


2577 

0 

04 

86 

470 

0 

12 

14 


2576 

0 

04 

05 






2 5 75 

0 

0 8 

09 

402 

0 

05 

66 


2574 

0 

06 

47 

401 

0 

06 

47 


2 5 73 

0 

06 

47 

3 84 

0 

00 

81 


2572 

0 

03 

24 

3 9 5 

0 

02 

43 


257 1 

0 

00 

81 

386 

0 

29 

95 


2586 

0 

03 

24 

386 

0 

0 0 

81 


2587 

0 

10 

52 

377 

0 

12 

1 4 


2566 

0 

12 

9 5 

3 75 

0 

15 

3 8 


2565 

0 

00 

8 1 

374 

0 

03 

24 


2564 

0 

08 

09 

3 42 

0 

17 

8 1 


2605 

0 

01 

62 

345 

0 

06 

47 


2607 

0 

12 

14 
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Trim : 

4, 1978/91T5^ 13, 

1899 



641 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

fl't'Rt (w) 

2608 

0 

13 

76 

WFifr (norm) 

12 83 

0 

0] 

62 

2609 

() 

0 0 

81 


12 84 

0 

04 

86 








1282 

0 

04 

05 


2 650 

0 

12 

1 4 


1281 

0 

43 

02 


2614 

0 

06 

47 










1285 

0 

01 

62 


2 648 

0 

0 4 

05 










1280 

0 

00 

81 


2 64 1 

0 

08 

09 


1286 

0 

OR 

0 9 


2 64 5 

{) 

0 3 

24 


1287 

0 

00 

81 


2644 

0 

08 

0 9 


129) 

0 

00 

81 


2642 

0 

00 

81 


1289 

0 

05 

66 


2643 

0 

0 8 

09 


1290 

0 

00 

81 


2 67 5 

0 

0 0 

81 


1 288 

0 

02 

43 


2682 

0 

12 

14 


1277 

0 

04 

05 


2683 

0 

02 

43 


1276 

0 

04 

05 


2686 

0 

10 

52 


1273 

0 

02 

43 


2585 

0 

04 

05 


1271 

0 

02 

43 


2687 

0 

1 0 

52 


1241 

0 

08 

09 


2689 

0 

04 

86 


1242 

0 

08 

90 


1776 

0 

0 4 

86 


12 43 

0 

1 1 

33 


2774 

0 

06 

47 


12 58 

0 

04 

86 


2775 

0 

06 

47 


12 54 

0 

09 

71 


2772 

0 

02 

43 


1255 

0 

07 

28 


2776 

0 

02 

4 3 


1132 

0 

07 

28 


2777 

0 

04 

8 6' 


1256 

0 

04 

86 


2778 

0 

01 

62 


1129 

0 

0 7 

28 


2800 

0 

03 

24 


1128 

0 

06 

47 


2799 

0 

07 

28 


1 127/2924 

0 

03 

24 


2788 

0 

1 7 

00 







2794 

0 

1 2 

9 5 


1000 

0 

00 

81 


2793 

0 

04 

80 


999 

0 

13 

76 


281 5 

0 

06 

47 


1012 

0 

09 

■71 


2826 

0 

08 

09 


1013 

0 

03 

24 


2825 

0 

03 

24 


987 

0 

03 

09 


2827 

0 

03 

24 


986 

0 

1 1 

33 


165 5 

0 

04 

86 


984 

0 

00 

81 


1599 

0 

06 

47 


985 

0 

08 

09 


1 608 

0 

00 

81 


379 

0 

1 1 

33 


160 7 

0 

07 

28 


382 

0 

01 

62 


1 606 

0 

04 

05 


381 

0 

10 

52 


1612 

0 

1 1 

33 


390 

0 

08 

90 


1616 

0 

07 

2 8 


3 89 

0 

08 

90 


1615 

0 

04 

05 


38 8 

0 

08 

09 


1 630 

0 

03 

24 


39 5 

0 

04 

05 


1631 

0 

05 

66 


394 

0 

21 

04 







361 

0 

06 

47 


1514 

0 

1 0 

5 2 










359 

0 

02 

43 


1512 

0 

09 

71 


358 

0 

00 

81 


1386 

0 

10 

52 


360 

0 

06 

47 


1385 

0 

04 

86 


342 

0 

20 

23 


13 84 

0 

04 

05 


3 40 

0 

0 0 

81 


1383 

0 

04 

0 5 


343 

0 

04 

05 


1375 

0 

0 1 

62 


2 64 

0 

0 5 

67 


1380 

0 

1 1 

3 3 


263 

0 

04 

05 


13 79 

0 

02 

4 3 


267 

0 

14 

57 


1338 

0 

12 

1 4 


2 65 

0 

29 

14 
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i 

2 

3 

4 

5 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

*Tr !-fi tn-.r 

(TOT:) 269 

0 

0 0 

81 (^PTW:) 

7 31 

0 

0 0 . 

81 


2 68 

0 

05 

6 7 

7 3 1 

0 

0 0 

8 1 


1 5 8 

0 

13 

76 

7 3 0 

0 

04 

ft 6 


62 

0 

12 

9 5 

7 2 9 

0 

08 

0 9 


61 

ft 

08 

90 

625 

0 

0 0 

8 1 


69 

0 

01 

62 

62 4 

0 

1 2 

1 4 


6 0 

0 

09 

7 1 

6 1 3- 

0 

02 

4 3 


5 8 

0 

o:; 

24 

626 

0 

0 6 

17 
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ft . 

1 0 

5 2 

58 3 

0 
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1 4 


45 

0 

00 

8 1 

5 8 9 

0 

0 6 

47 


44 

0 

13 

7 0 

5 8 S 

0 

0 4 

0 5 


47 

0 

01 

6 2 

5 60 
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0 6 

47 


46 

0 

07 

28 

561 

0 

OS 

09 


37 

0 

06 

47 

562 

0 

00 

8 1 


36 

0 

07 

28 

5 4 6 

0 

0 0 

81 


3 8 

0 

12 

9 5 

5 45 

0 

03 

24 


13 

0 

12 

1 4 

543 

0 

0 4 

86 


15 

0 

02 

43 

54 4 

0 

02 

43 


14 

0 

17 

81 

542 

0 

04 

86 


914 

0 

0 1 

62 

548 

0 

00 

8 1 






5 40 

0 

0 7 

28 


9 1 5 

0 

07 

28 






9 1 6 

0 

OR 

9 0 

5 3 8 

0 

0 4 

05 






53 7 

0 

0 4 

86 


917 

0 

00 

81 






922 

0 

04 

86 

536 

0 

0 9 

7 1 


923 
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0 0 

8 1 

2765 

0 

02 

4 3 


921 

0 

03 

24 

2762 

0 

1 4 

5 7 


918 

0 

00 

a i 

24 17 

0 

0 3 

24 


920 

0 

03 

24 

24 18 

0 

1 1 

3 3 


9 1 9 

0 

0 5 

67 

2419 

0 

08 

0 9 


939 

0 
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62 

242 1 

0 

0 9 

7 1 


93 8 

0 

04 

86 

7 420 

0 
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8 1 


93 7 

0 
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62 

2 422 

0 
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86 


932 

0 
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0 5 

2 4 3 3 

0 

04 

0 5 


93 4 

0 

04 

0 5 

2 42 5 

0 

1 I 
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0 
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52 

2444 

0 

00 

8 1 


93 6 

0 

0 3 

21 

24 2 6 

0 

07 

28 


984 

0 

01 

62 

2427 
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0 6 

47 


985 

0 

07 

28 

24 1 1 

0 

01 

62 


979 

0 

05 

67 

24 3 7 

0 

09 

71 


983 
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0 4 

86 










2438 

0 

01 

62 


980 

0 

08 

0 9 










2439 

0 

1 2 

14 


98 1 

0 

0 5 

67 










2 43 6 

0 

0 1 

62 


97 7 

0 

03 

24 

2442 

0 

08 

90 


8 3 0 

0 

00 

81 

2443 

0 

10 

52 


83 1 

0 

0 5 

67 










2444 
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0 5 

67 


829 

0 

1 3 

76 










2454 

0 

06 

47 


793 

0 

0 3 

24 










2452 
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0 1 

62 


79 5 

0 

08 

9 0 










245 1 

0 

20 

23 


794 

0 

1 2 

95 










2462 
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0 4 

86 


745 

0 

0 6 

47 










2463 

0 

02 

43 


8 00 

Cl 

0 5 

67 










2461 

0 

1 3 

76 


801 

0 

02 

4 3 










2468 

0 

09 

71 


ft 0 2 

0 

0 0 

8 1 










2467 

0 

0 1 

6 2 


732 

0 

1 5 

3 8 


— 

■ — 
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v«nf (spur:) 


2466 

0 

1 0 

52 

(sprer:) 1101 

0 

09 

71 

248.1 

0 

06 

47 

1 109 

0 

03 

24 

2484 


04 

86 

1 103 

0 

04 

05 

2485 

0 

02 

43 

1108 

0 

08 

90 

24 8 8 

0 

03 

24 

1107 

0 

04 

86 

2312 

0 

0 2 

43 

1100 

0 

04 

05 

2309 

0 

04 

86 

1116 

0 

17 

81 

2308 

0 

04 

86 

1117 

0 

00 

81 

2305 

0 

05 

67 

1384 
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08 

09 

2304 

0 

12 

95 

1383 

0 

10 

52 

230) 

0 

02 

43 

1379 

0 

0 5 

67 

2302 

0 

00 

81 

1380 

0 

04 

05 

2301/4340 

0 

* 1 0 

52 

1371 

0 

1 6 

19 

418 

0 

06 

47 

1 364 

0 

1 1 

33 

419 

0 

1 4 

57 

1 372 

0 

04 

05 

41 1 

0 

38 

04 

1362 

0 

06 

47 

380 

0 

05 

67 

1361 

0 

12 

95 

381 

0 

04 

05 

1356 

0 

00 

81 

382 

0 

08 

90 









1360 

0 

1 1 

33 

383 

0 

05 

67 









1359 

0 

1 4 

57 

358 

0 

07 

28 









1341 

0 

15 

38 

357 

0 

03 

24 









1340 

0 

07 

28 

35 5 

0 

09 

71 









1339 

0 

00 

81 

354 

0 

09 

71 





461 

0 

04 

06 

1613 

0 

04 

86 

462 

0 

03 

24 

1614 

0 

09 

71 

463 

0 

00 

81 

1615 

0 

08 

90 

464 

0 

06 

47 

1 645 

n 

00 

81 

458 

0 

03 

24 

1333 

0 

01 

62 

1041 

0 

07 

28 

1332 

0 

17 

81 

1043 

0 

04 

86 

1646 

n 

00 

81 

953 

0 

04 

05 

1331 

0 

1 1 

33 

952 

0 

00 

81 

1330 

0 

18 

62 

944 

0 

02 

43 

1329 

0 

04 

0 5 

945 

0 

03 

24 

1328 

0 

08 

09 

942 

0 

01 

62 


12020/17/7 6-SfrfTO'T-Il 

939 

0 

06 

47 





930 

0 

02 

43 

S.O. 610. — Whereas by h 

notification of 

Government 

931 

0 

0 2 

4 3 

of India in the Ministry of Petroleum S.O. 383 dated 7-1-1977 





under sub-section ( 1 ) of section 3 of the Petroleum 

and 

933 

0 

00 

81 

Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition 

of Right of User In land) 

93 2 

0 

10 

52 

Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared 





its intention to acquire the Right of User in the lands 

spe- 

898 

0 

08 

09 

cified in the schedule appended 

to that notification for 

the 

897 

0 

1 1 

33 

purpose of laying pipelines : 




900 

0 

00 

81 

And whereas the Competent 

Authority has 

under 

sub- 





section (1) of section 6 of the said Act submitted report 





to the Government. 




894 

0 

04 

05 









And further whereas the Central Government has after 

893 

0 

0 5 

67 

considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 

1076 

0 

10 

52 

user in the lands specified In the schedule appended to 

this 





notification. 




1 094 

0 

OH 

09 









Now. therefore, in exercise 1 

of the power conferred 

by 

1095 


1 2 

1 4 

sub-section (1) of the section 6 

of the said Act, 

the Central 





Goverment hereby declares that the right of user 

in the said 





lands specified in the schedule 1 

appended to this 

notification 

1098 

0 

09 

71 

hereby acquired for laying the pipelines. 



1400 

0 

12 

1 4 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 

1 100 

0 

10 

52 

section (4) of that section, the 

Central Government directs 





that the right of user in the 

said lands shall 

instead. 

of 


324 GI/77- — 4 
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vesting in the Central Government vest on this 

date 

of 

1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

the publication of this declaration in the 

Indian 

Oil 

Cor- 







poratlon Limited free from all encumbrances. 














Noorpur 


. 519 

0 

07 

28 

SCHEDULE 






525 

0 

01 

62 







526 

0 

20 

24 

Tehsil ; Nadbai District : Bharatpur 

State; Rajasthan 



527 

0 

08 

09 

— 



— 



528 

0 

07 

28 

Village Khasra No. 

Area 




529 

0 

01 

62 

— 






373 

0 

02 

43 


H 

A 

Sq.M 



374 

0 

00 

81 

— 

. 

— 




375 

0 

02 

43 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 



376 

0 

05 

66 

— -- 




— 



481 

0 

00 

81 

Badha .750 

0 

09 

71 



509 

0 

05 

67 

751 

0 

06 

47 



508 

0 

09 

71 

749 

0 

08 

90 



503 

0 

12 

14 

748 

0 

09 

71 



502 

0 

05 

67 

747 

0 

04 

05 



500 

0 

14 

57 

757 

0 

13 

76 



499 

0 

01 

62 

723 

0 

01 

62 



487 

0 

05 

66 

711 

0 

23 

47 



498 

0 

04 

85 

712 

0 

00 

81 



489 

0 

19 

42 

709 

0 

14 

57 



472 

0 

03 

24 

707 

0 

15 

38 



471 

0 

03 

24 

700 

0 

01 

62 



470 

0 

12 

14 

693 

0 

12 

95 







695 

0 

01 

62 

Notha 


, 402 

0 

05 

66 

694 

0 

02 

43 



401 

0 

06 

47 

696 

0 

10 

52 



384 

0 

00 

81 

678 

0 

01 

62 



395 

0 

02 

43 

677 

0 

10 

52 



385 

0 

29 

95 

679 

0 

02 

43 



386 

0 

00 

81 

561 

0 

04 

05 



377 

0 

12 

14 

560 

0 

08 

90 



375 

0 

15 

38 

558 

0 

02 

43 



374 

0 

03 

24 

558/912 

0 

14 

57 



342 

0 

17 

81 

557 

0 

01 

62 



345 

0 

06 

47 

215 

0 

22 

67 



344 

0 

02 

43 

214 

0 

03 

24 



346 

0 

12 

14 

208 

0 

01 

62 



347 

0 

02 

43 

226 

0 

01 

62 



349 

0 

09 

71 

227 

0 

10 

52 



215 

0 

05 

67 

230 

0 

08 

09 



213 

0 

03 

24 

232 

0 

01 

62 



224 

0 

12 

95 

236 

0 

08 

90 



196 

0 

25 

09 

229 

0 

01 

62 



197 

0 

02 

43 

237 

0 

08 

09 



194 

0 

10 

52 

238 

0 

07 

28 



193 

0 

19 

42 

239 

0 

06 

47 



959 

0 

05 

67 

246 

0 

04 

05 



962 

0 

00 

81 

247 

0 

01 

62 



961 

0 

08 

90 

245 

0 

14 

57 



965 

0 

08 

90 

261 

0 

10 

52 



966 

0 

09 

71 

262 

0 

15 

38 



1033 

0 

12 

95 

263 

0 

00 

81 



1029 

0 

08 

09 







1028 

0 

25 

09 

332 

0 

03 

24 







331 

0 

22 

66 



1070 

0 

00 

81 







1069 

0 

09 

71 

241 

0 

01 

62 



1067 

0 

01 

62 

306 

0 

01 

62 



1068 

0 

19 

42 

307 

0 

04 

86 



1085 

0 

01 

62 

308 

0 

17 

80 



1084 

0 

21 

85 

309 

0 

02 

43 



1090 

0 

03 

24 

328 

0 

17 

81 



1091 

0 

13 

76 

318 

0 

07 

28 



1101 

0 

03 

24 

314 

0 

06 

47 



1100 

0 

06 

48 

315 

0 

13 

76 



1099 

0 

06 

47 

316 

0 

12 

59 



1098 

0 

03 

24 
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Noihu (Contd.) 

Khansn 


wrr ttsitst: nt* 4, 1978/wwp 1 3 , 


3 4 
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0 
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0 

15 
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0 
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0 

00 
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08 
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01 
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0 

13 
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0 

00 
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0 

12 

2614 

0 

06 

2648 

0 

04 
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0 

08 

2645 

0 

03 

2644 

0 

08 

2642 
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[ffo 12020/1 7/7 6 - 3 'riPRHlI] 
<fto ^TfShPiOO, w fiftfiT 

S.O. 611.— -Whereas by a notification of Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum S.O, 659 dated 28-1-1977 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared 
its intention to acquire the Right of User in the lands spe- 
cified in the schedule appended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipelines ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act submitted report 
to the Government ; 

324 GI/77 — 5 


And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs 
that the_ right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest on the date of 
the publication of this declaration ir, the Indian Oil Cor- 
poration Limited free from all encumbrances 

SCHEDULE 


Tchsil : Weir District : Bharatpur State ; Rajasthan 


Village 


Kamalpura 


Khasra No. Area 
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691 
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[No. 1 2020/1 7/76- Prod.il] 
T. P. SUBRAMANYAN, Under Secy, 
xf fcfsfl, 8 Txrfr, 197 s 

Vto PU 612. — 9T: 5flX Orfaar (ijft- 

% X t PTT<T X TTfaTlX pafa ) wfkfaTPT, 196 2 ( 1 9 6 2 IT 50 ) 
xV arcr 3 XT ototp ( 1 ) % wefTr ptxt ptxix X Xftftnm 

RTTPR XT wfagTRT XToOTo Ro 2813 TTftTT 20-8-7 7 UKT 
XrSTr PTXTX % XX Ufij^TTT X XpTT if faftfosj vjfajff 

% XTOTPr It YfaXTT XT TTV1 Pllplf IT % RlTUfT X fair 

pfartr xt* xt wm xrtx prfar xx ftxr «rr i 

pVt tt: ttor RTfimrl % to Trfafw>T Xr snxr g Xr 
xthitt ( 1 ) X wtfPr tor XT fork % *fT | i 


?fk wot, nr: Xnffx otr X to fkfk tx fxxn: xxX % 
ttt?[ w pfa^xxT & tp<p w-j^- 41 4 frfXfTcx Tjfaiff if grtfpr 

XT TrftlXrT wf>tT XXX XT fxfXTXT' fa>9l ?T I 


TIP, WT: TXT TftrfaqY XT HTTT 6 XT WJTTr (l) £RT 

JTCTT pfaT XT ptfPT TXT XpE^T R7XTX tTT^3TXT xrfTT xX?fT 
| fx w wfir^RT Jr xt't Tfij^rr 4 frfxf^cx xxr vjfinff Jr 
torpt xr Trftrxrx tt^t tut Pa 'c&t t x rtIrtt % faX o,tt8txt 
XffxT fXpT Piol H i 


«ftr wpl xr trrcr hT ttotxt (a) prrr trw nrftrtfr xt 
RTP r txt go; XpfTx ttxxtx fxffw XrfT f fx pitt «jfXXf if 

XTBfPr XT WfSTXTT Xpffq- JTTXTT 4 fX%T g(X % PXTX TP 

*ftr xrffrx fct work Jr, xr*ff ptotrT Jr rxt xt if, rTxxt 
X WRIT XT w TTtPT XT fa%T gPTT I 

wtijtT 

■£T Ro THo Xo sffu THTo R PPd rffo tv 


TNT : JpfTTT 

rWT : 


TTtJX : 

ftwr 

T TToT 

H 0 

?TXT 

tjoarTTo 

iv ptfpTT 

TOTffm 

21/1 

0 

06 

96 


4/5 

0 

07 

20 


5/1 

0 

in 

09 


5/2 

0 

1 0 

09 


29 

0 

0 7 

2 0 


[To 12<J1 g/i/ 7 7— Sf^TTR] 
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New Delhi, the 8th Fcbrunry, 1978 

S.O. 612. — Whereas by a notification of the Govei nment 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S.O. No. 2813 dated 
20-8-1977 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user in 
land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notification for 
the purpose of laying pipelines. 

And whereas (he Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act submitted report 
to the Government. 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification, 

Now therefore in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Govermcnl hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines. 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest on this date of 
the publication of this declaration in the Oil and Natural 
Gas Commission free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

For laying pipeline from well No. NKBM to SPE 


Stale : Gujarat District : Ahmedabad Taluka : Viramgam 


Village 

Survey No 

Hec- 

tare 

Are 

C'en- 

tiarc 

Bhalarlya 

. 21/1 

0 

06 

96 


4/5 

0 

07 

20 


5/1 

0 

10 

09 


5/2 

0 

10 

09 


29 

0 

07 

20 


[No. 1 201 6/ 1 /77-Prod .] 


'if fwri), 14 iRkt, 1 9 7« 

WToajTo 0 13. — *R: 'fflfftRU Sjtv 'tnpT (sjfb 

ifr 'jqtfpT % trftDTiT prkr) trEjferrr, 1902 (1902 qrr 50 ) 
^ tinT 3 fit RTWTTl ( 1 ) if; XRR WTff ^ 

WFPT oh wftrrpFTT tTfft tfo 4 400 rufft? 20-10-76 tTCTT 
%rtfhT ORPR W rn spftJfTR Jr blTR tr ffiq) if fqfqfcsz- 
% TTifnr %■ mfmnR; *p) >pt % gifhjR 

ip fan 5rf)R 4RR *Pf SPT6T HTCR fitfw WR ftqT R | 


trk (TPt 3fT KUTT 4?) STORT ( 4 ) 3T7T SW TrfkPlf W 
fftfR 4R2T $tr klfbT tt'WR fiw Sift ft f*F 'jf’Ftf *f 
rww *pt wftppR mrarr Jr % stfet kr wk 

arffipF % stftPt Jr, rnff tfwf Jr jjrt mr *f, rftwi whipt 

*pf w rrrkt'sr hrf^r ^ptt i 


wnnwr 

if, * "ji'a ^0-3 Jr off o fttfft tR o- 5 no, hTtfltritR 

from 1 

TTR : IRTTR fjRT : : iklR 







5 4S 

0 

03 

3 0 

5 4 9 

0 

06 

00 

5 7 6/2 

0 

0 1 

0 0 

5 y 3 / 0 

0 

03 

60 

577 /] 

0 

0 9 

0 0 

578 

0 

0 2 

3 5 

5 8 3/ 3 

0 

05 

40 

579 

0 

14 

30 

5 7l/0 

0 

0 1 

00 

530/2 

0 

04 

3 5 

5 9 0/3 

0 

0 2 

5 5 

6 4 0 

0 

1 2 

15 

63 9/2 

0 

OS 

40 

6 3 9/ 1 

0 

0 9 

4 5 

668 

0 

2 4 

00 

076 

0 

02 

25 

607/2 

0 

00 

90 

671 

0 

0 8 

5 5 

1 

\ro 12010 / 10 / 

7G-: 

STfSTUR] 


New Delhi, the 14th February, 1978 

S.O. 613. — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S.O. No, 4400 dated 
28-10-1976 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petro- 
leum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user 
in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for tit purpose of laying pipelines. 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub 
section ( 1 ) of section 6 of the said Act submitted report 
to the Government. 


ifbr tR; rsr tnftrrrpff % rr trfbbm tjrrr s qff 

s’tsttct ( 1 ) U trtfH prtpr; apt fpfft ^ | i 

trk WR, tpT: fTRTTT ^ RR fr>jk 4T fkrR RR % 

TIRP[ 1R uftTf^RT if if fafaftR vjfipff rf 

wi'r TTT trftRrn; wfR rr >rr fafk'R fkr, | .1 

w , wrr. w ttFtrf-Ttptr trrtr e *pr rtort ( 1 ) jrt 

trtvr VtFr TT OTR 4RR gar iRippr RTC3RT sfrfrR 4TRff 

ft fV trt qfsrgRRl % mRrr if ftfnfSR 3W '^fqtfr if 

W-fR *f.T qfmPR TITT WTIR f^TSR sp tthritip 4t friq rrff^TTT 

qfsR fiptn 3fRt | I 


And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification. 

Now therefore in exercise of the Power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby dtclarcs that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines, 

And further in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Govermcnl vest on this date of 
the publication of this declaration in the Oil and Natural 
Gas Commission free from encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 

Piplinc From KDE-3 (K-172) to G.G.S.V, 


State ; Gujarat 

District : Mchsana 

Taluka 

: Kalol 

Village 

Survey No. 

Hect- 

tare 

Are 

Cen- 

tiare 

Isand . 

. 548 

0 

~~bT~ 

""30 


549 

0 

06 

00 


576/2 

0 

01 

00 


583/6 

0 

03 

60 


577/1 

0 

09 

00 


578 

0 

02 

35 


583/3 

0 

05 

40 


579 

0 

14 

30 


571/8 

0 

01 

00 


580/2 

0 

04 

35 


380/3 

0 

02 

55 


640 

0 

12 

15 


639/2 

0 

08 

40 


639/1 

0 

09 

45 


668 

0 

24 

00 


676 

0 

02 

25 


667/2 

0 

00 

90 


671 

0 

08 

55 


[No. 12016/1 0/76-Prod . ] 


Wf faF-ft, 15 tvER), 19 7 8 

gtToWfo 6 14 — T<T: ##4 TRFR grf Sr#T #7TT $ far 

if ^ wrgrcw | far rjWRH TpNT Jf wwTwr rfi^ % w: 
sT^ur f wf<r ^rfarww % % fart 'tt’ettot^ !#tww 

WTffW grRwfari STTT fsTHtf WT# Wrfat I 

ktVt wt r: w? JTrfl'er | far ir# wrrrf srt fw®# % 

sfafarw % fa# trg^qrsr^ wtjg# Jr ##t sjffcr Jr ijw#w «pt 

wf#6R WfWg gRWr WREtWgr $ I 

wtr; m wfa ufww wfawwfao (vjfrr Jr ®w#<r % 

wfargrrt: gw w#i) wfafarww, i s e 2 (1962 gri 50 ) # wrt 

3 qft -FraiTT ( 1 ) SRT WTW ETfAfT^T «PT WWFT gr# Jtr tut# 

rRTTR W ®wJf WET# FI WfifarR Wf%?T PTVRT *FT TWEE WTUR 

p=r\TiTT wlfaw fawr | 1 

far wrw »jfw Jr %Enr g#r ®rfa?r, ®w *jfw % #Jr 
ttfettfi far®# % fa# wT'tT war® jrtf#prfa, ^Fo^etr wrcrn 
grTT##!® far#®®, wwrvr-wwTr yfr^'T^r #- 1 s, fyrwwET, 

w#'TT# wwi/c-e # if 1 ! wfarg/mTr # wt# 1 ? t 21 far# % #<r 

gR 4T^7TJT I 


rftT fiFTT WrWT WFT gr.TT fT *WfalT fafafew: W(t # *PWW 

grTTT far TWI WTffAr far ww# gdWTf awfaww: # wr far# 

fafw aq-gwr# # Wf^T 1 




W5#W : iWTWT 

Ifawr : wwJrr 

TN4 : yrgRWTrt 

wrw 

WTT W ^ 

wwwrw 

RuTi 5THT 

If^rr i##^ 

grrwr <im 

5 3 3 'A 0 (5 5 

n 06 48 


[w ° 1 2 0 2 0 / 1 6/ 7 G-tfatiFtlfi I] 


New Delhi, the 15th February, 1978 

S.O. 614.— Whereas it appears to fhe Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport 
of petroleeum from Salaya Port in Gujarat to Mathura in 
Lhtar Pradesh Pipelines should be laid by the Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas it appears that for the Purpose of laying 
such pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the Powers conferred by Sub- 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962, the Central Government hereby declare its intention to 
acquire the right of user therein 

Provided that any person interested in (he said land may 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
tho laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Salaya-Koyali- 
Mathura Pipeline Project, B-18, Shiv Marg, Bani Park, 
Jaipur-6. 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be heard in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 

Tehsil : Beawar District : Aimer State : Rajasthan 
Village Khasra No. Area 

Old New H. A. Sq. M 
Kana Khera 533 2065 0 06 48 


[No. 12020/16/76-Prod, I] 

¥T°WT° 615. — W®: Jr®f# WETR gr> Wf W#W #>TT $ 
far #gr%r 4 t# wtg»wgr | far rprow trw Jj wmwr ivt % 
#ttT Jj W«JTT Wgr tjtfBWW Jr qf#irw % fa# T#WTrr?W 
ufalWW WEFT 'En.'tTtVET SRT faf®I# WT# WTfa# I 

w’r atr: wit st#w ftfar $ fir thfr wr*# <rr fir®# % wwfarw 
%■ fa# 4 wfaiw *jfw W ww#w gr wfagrR 

wf#r gRgr wi'Ew+ $ i 

we: ww hTtfaww q*F tyfAr TT^mTnpt (»]fw B gEWlw ^ 

wfimr >6T wrfcr) wfafnWW, 1962 ( 1 9 6 2 »TT SO) «fh’ WITT 3 

rrEWTC (l) jm W?TT SlfatEft 'PT WW1W JE ifrf.W 
q'tttu', ^ rjwwfa wftEUT: wfat^ gEA grr wqrrr wetet 
wtfwcr fawr & i 

wna fV rjifw '<pfw Jr grtf tirfaw, trw tjfh i rfi^, 

'TFqaetun fatsfa % fgHF WTSTT WWW WtfHtnfi', W1WW 

wtRcfr^urw fwfaJw, wweiteejtt wr^Twr^w jfrwgr, tfr- 1 1 ;, finwwEj-, 

wwfar^, wwpr-e gfr wftj^rwi gw wrfiTg Jr :tt fawf % 

gtr gfaFwr i 

gftT tfwr WTf^W gRil 6ETT ®wfgw fwfMw'TW: 
tAwt fV gwr wtj WBRTT | far Trot ^wwtf Erfartyr; wr fa# 
fafw 'wgRETT # WWfid I 
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W4qxfl 

•Tftftb'i '. 8M7 I 'i'l i : tmfi 7T74 : Tl ji *-4 1 4 


W48I4 

4T4 U44T 4° 

ftm 64T Jprftm 


tqlftf 112/l 0 12 14^ 


[ft° ]2 020/l6/7 6-5frWH II] 

ftf o n 1 I o 'tU'tii, if <<4. 6^4 

S.O. 615,— Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport 
Of petroleum from Salaya Port in Gujarat to Mathura in 
Uttar Pradesh Pipelines should be laid by the Indian Oil Cor- 
poration Limited. 

And, whereas it appears that for the Pappose of laying such 
pipelines, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto : 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the Powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declare its in- 
tention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
wilhin 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipelines under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Salaya-Koyali- 
Mathura Pipeline Project, B-18, Shiv Marg, Bani Park, 
Jaipur-6. 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether he wishes to the heard in person or by a 
legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil : Bali 

District ; Pali State : Rajasthan 

Village 

Area 

Khasra No. — 

H. A. Sq.M. 

Sesli 

112/1 0 12 14 


[No, 12020/16/76-Prod. II] 
B.R. BHALLA, Under Secy. 


nimfr, 1978 

84 o 8TT i* 6 1 6-’ — 4TT4 4WTT 81 4fft^44t ft J 147 814T fft 
4?t 4414 ft trrfm fft4T 44T ft xflr ftftfftm xfrt <sfiw 

47(4 trm (44t84T ft ijfft 4f44?4 Xrfft844) Xrftrfftm, 1962 
% 6 V ( l) ^ M'Ti f f^l<1 


'tpnr ft 8tftr4 iter Jr ttk Tfftftpr sjfft ft ft44 m ft° 

To-1973 ft fto—137 481 % ffttr Sjfft 344(4 % trftrUT 

mPT fat* rpT $ ; 


d-t T4 m 1 1 * in 44 Xtrhi-I ft -saftftw Inn h % i 3 ,j r 7 % 

WTO (l) 8ft HUT (l) ft fftfixj' 44 ft ffttRl 14-7-7 5 ft 

4444 8U fft/r ’PIT ft I 

Wd: qrrr $rm ft Ppm- 4 (srftmT ft xjfft 

xrffttnrtr wffmr) ffttm, 1963 ft xp?pfa 4W4 srrftmft trq^- 

ITTT sffii fftfft ftt 8lrft 44T ftT fftfft xrfu^fftd' T7ft ft I 


fto-173 ft ft o— 13 7 481 rfqft ftf ^TTTOf 

ftrrrm 84 474 irk 8trom»fta 'jttct ft m- nirft mrfter 

8w ft ftr fafft 

48TT8T4 ftf 

fftfft 

fe>*T 2752 3-9-77 1 4-7-75 

4(44 8757? 


[fto 1201 6/4/7 7-ftrwr^ I] 

New Delhi, the 13th February, 1978 

S.O.616:— Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued under 
sub section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum and mineral pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 the Right 
of Usor has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended there to for the transport of petroleum from d.s. 
No, K-123 to K-137 in Kalol oil field in Gujarat State. 

And Whereas the oil & Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub section (1) 
of section 7 of the said Action. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Pelrolcum Pipe lines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules, 1963 the 
Competent Authority hereby noddies the said date as the date of 
termination of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 


Termination of operation of pipeline from D.S. K-173 to K-137 


Name of Ministry 

Village 

S.O.No. 

Date of 

Date of 




publics- 

termina- 




tion in the 

tion of 




Gazette 
of India 

operation. 

Petroleum 

Titoda 

2732 

3-9-77 

14-7-75 


Rothod 





[No. 12016/4/77-Prod. I] 


8tjo wto s i7. — -snnr fttrif ft i ft jm fft 

iff f 4414 ft trcfUFT fftqr 447 ft fttr tfU Wf-DT 

4TT4 4m (tfftftffr ft xrftpr^ vftmr) irfafim, 1962 
ft ifo* 6 ft TWT (l) ft VFTftd 484f>lRT fftHT 44T ft, 44TT4 
7R4 ft ft54T4T ft4 $4 ft 48P 'Tftfw Xffft ft fttFT 844 fto 
4f° fto ft rpfo fto giro 481 ft^7f444 ft foP] 4 344)4 
ft xrfftTK 4k5 ffttT 44 ft I 

ftT 44 uTyfiDi ftr xrrftftr ft 34444 f444 ft iru 7 ft 
341 JHT (l) ftf BTU (1) ft fftlW 84ft fiRpF 22-2-76 ft 
44T4 84 fw 44t ft 1 

44: W4 ft^tfft44 4m 4m ft (444 4 (4ftf84T ft tjfft 
XtfEf454 wftnirc) fft44, 1963 ft XRFfa 4514 Sflfimr) 444- 

jto m; fftfft ftt 84ft 44T ft) r?rfft t# ft i 
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TT40 4ro & tTFo %o RT7° 4F TT^T 4TF4 FTr) fit 
441^4 

n'a rgpi ttfpt 4i4 furio tG 

4 tftrf «t?r ftrf«r 

Ftfrfi r 

^tfrra-rr i^pr^T 2623 20-8-7 7 22-2-76 

[tf° 12016/4/77 B(4fR4 II] 
ufto %o JTFift, % fair 14444444 4fl4 BTftTTTTt 


s. 4io xmuft ftu, 444 ieet . .3 Tee 44t ^ 

9. «fir FT4KT7T4, 444 44*4 . S-flJIwff JT7T 

j 44 iTT 4474 

3 TTTtTR’TIT ^ 

10. Tt ■jfF’T $T4pft, 444 4474 . J-WFt 3T7T 

I '<(4 I TT 4774 

2. %Nt4 RTFK 4 tn^ffTTT FT° 4rft4T 4147, 444 >KW 
Ft tw: 44rfEr ^rDrEfr rwbt frwr f'tnrr £ rYt htrt a 
fft 4wr<r ( 2 ) % ijmfarjr toi 4 M 4 ft tf 4E4 4141 Firm i 


S.O.617. — Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub-scction (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum and Mineral 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
the Right of User has beon acquired in the lands specified in the 
Schedule appended thereto for the transport of petroleum from 
d.s. No. SPK to NKR in Mehsana oil field in Gujarat Stale. 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub section (1) 
of section 7 of the said Act on 22-2-76. 

Now, therefore, under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
linos (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules, 1963, the 
Competent Authority hereby notifies the said date as the date of 
termination of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 


[■!« 280 1 2/.1/7 2-T®?4- 3] 

MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 
(Works Division) 

New Delhi, the 24th December, 1977 

S O 618. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 and Sub-sections (1) and (2) of Section 4 of the Rajghat Sama- 
dhi Act, 1951 (41 of 1951) and in supersession of the notifica- 
tion ot the Government of India in the Late Ministry of Works, 
Housing and Supply No. 19/2/62-Wf dated the 22nd August, 
1962, the Central Government hereby re-constitutcs the Rajghat 
Samadhi Committee with the following persons as the members, 
namely : — 


Termination of operation of Pipeline from D.S., S P.K, to 

N.K.R. 

Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Date of Date of 

publication terminu- 
in the tion of 
Gazette operation 
of India 

Petroleum Mehmadpura 2623 20-8-77 22-2-76 

[No. 12016/4/77-Prod. II] 

G.K. DUDANI, Competent Authority under the Act 

for Gujarat 


fsnrrV atfr 

(fn*rfu strut ) 

4f faflft, 24 faRUR-C, 1977 

ft° wto sis. — 714474 44 rftr sifafifTpr, 1951 (1951 

FT 41 ) * tJTTf 3 1141 4T7( 4 Fft 4T4T7t (l) *fk (2) 
it snm TR-fR^fr Ft 5pfr<r fxY jrr ir«rr wttt 47Fty % 
fWfw, ynmr ttt ^ftr 44T44 8?) fcxtF 22 4474, 1962 fY 
trftr^prr 40 19 / 2 / 62 - 4^-1 ft rTptnr ftY SNYt 

TTWiT 4 tpr^jTxr yntw 447fisr 4f4f4 44 gaifer Hurt $ rYt 
TRTT f4TTf4fi*4 ®4pf44f 4ft 4T74 % FT 4 RTf47T fF4T f 

1. ffvsf) 4T7 fTO ^ 45TTYT , , T44 

2- ffWf BRETT F 48 T 4044 ~] F4ft4 47F1T 

3. 4^44 4f44 ( fTTfR), f44f4 *ft7 RT4RT 44144 VlTO 4rf44 47- 

4. 4^44 4(44 (ftm), pT4f , 4RH RT4T4 44144 j 4471 wftTFrO’ 

5. «ft ^44 417(44 . 47FT7 

fl. «ft ^JT STOTT 44(4147 . If TXT TTftt4 

7. «ft FT 417144 . . \ 47-47Ftl c | 


(1) 

8 

(4) 


(5) 

( 6 ) 
(7) 


( 8 ) 

(9) 


( 10 ) 


Mayor of the Municipal Corporation of Ex- Officio 
Delhi 


Chief Secretary of the Delhi Administration | Officials 
Joint Secretary (Works) Ministry of Works ( nominated 
and Housing . . V by the 

Joint Secretary (Finance), Ministry of | Central 
Works and Housing , | Government 

J 


Shri Shriman Naraynn 
Shri Brjj Krishan Chandiwala 
Shri Roop Narain 


Dr. Ramji Singh, M.P. 
Shri K.T. Kosalram, M.P. 


"I Non-official 
1 nominated 
by the 
| Central 
J Government 

3 Elected 

I by 

}■ Members 
I of the 
J Lok Sabha 


Shri Krishna Kripalani, M.P, 


") Elected 
by 

-Members 
of the 
Rajya 
Sabha 


2. The Central Government hereby appoints Dr. Sushila 
Nayar, M.P. as the Chairman of the Rajghat Samadhi Com- 
mittee and under sub-section (2) of section 4 she shall be 
deemed to be a member of the Committee. 

[No. 2501 2/3/72- W-3] 


Tf ffTt, 2 0 TTTTTT, 19 7 8 

FToWTo 619- — TWTTt 44rftT Rfafipm, 1051 (l951JPT4l) 
tft 4RT 4 Ft TfTtmr (l) fft Tirf ( 4 ) 4171 B4Tf wfilTTf FT B4>r 
Ft 3 ST %vjfpr 47FIT ffiJffTTT Tftft fFTTF f TfiT F TTSTeT Ft 
’Ft 4(44 4T7T44 F FT14 T7 7TW4 44rftT 4ftrf?T F fiT-jnarrpfl 



['Rff II — ’sF? 3(ii )] WW VT 

Tjffn % K.q- ij- fepfe ^ru) | irk 'rtct tKfi r ffekt nk rurt 
H'flWT % ffenF 24 faffKR, 1977 Vt RftT^feT WI 250 12 j 'ij 
7 2 ffeW-3 ^ fenfnfer fefffe *IRcff|: — 

Tin wfferkr^nT •rfr m ( 5 ) 2r"'4TiFT troto " %s-4tM % ffe 
knifiTfife c-- <i jt srfnmrfeT fwn atw, *ti h ti : — 

"ottft ihifi fafn $ wur” 

[to r 2 5 0 1 2 ( 3 ) / 7 2 -ffeW- 3 ] 
irq-a trtsfo JWHifenunffe 

New Delhi, the 20th February, 1978 

S.O. 619. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clausc- 
(c) of sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Rajghat Samndhi 
Act, 1951 (41 of 1951), the Central Government hereby nomi- 
nates the Chairman, Gandhi Samark Nidhi, as a non-official 
member of the Rajghat Samadhi Committee vice Shri Shriman 
Narayan, and makes the following amendment in the notifi- 
cation of the Government of India in the Ministry of Works 
and Housing No. 2501 2/3 /72-W.3 dated the 24 h December, 
1977, namely : — 

In the said notification, against item (5), for the entry “Shri 
Shriman Narayan”, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

“Chairman, Gandhi Smarnk Nidhi”. 

TNo. 25012(3)/72-W.3] 
L. M. SUKHWANI, Dy. Secy. 


to *rw*r 
(*tv mtifi) 

nffew, 20 97^0 1978 

via Wo 6 20. — TTo Wo few 627, ftfer R WR, I960 
am 1TPJ f*prr itR Wfefe HR ffftRT, 1951 % ffen 4 34 $ tsTY 

UI$ 'ter (v) $ itt-tr h ntmfr fferfe 

ir ftTO 1 0-3-7 8 It gRtfe WETf tTFJ <fR4 ITT ffeWT 

Pror| i 

[ rwr 5-6/7 8-fro fro fe 0 ] 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P & T Board) 

New Delhi, the 20th February, 1978 

S.O. 620. — In pursuance of para (a) Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced 
fe S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director 
General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16th 
March, 1978 as the date on which the Measured Rate System 
will be introduced in Gangull Telephone Exchange, Karnataka 
Circle. 

[No. 5-6/78-PHB1 

fit fefe, 22 TtTfl, 1978 

Wo UtTo 621 : — Wo W o few 627, ffetv 8 FT#, 

I960 ffTtT 6tFf f%tr ntr wfepT WT faWT, 1951 % fwt 

434 % W HI T fer (V) % WJRR TTfefR 4 

% ifewi t'frvPT Jf ffeTV 1 6-3-1 978 If MWfe TT 

wrrwV nhj wfe w fwrwr fen 1 1 

[few 5-5/78-'flotfVatflro] 


: RTV -1, 1978/VTFp 13, 1899 659 

New Delhi, the 22nd February, 1978 

S.O. 621, — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 
S. O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director Gen 
eral, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifics the 16-3-1978 
as the date on which the Measured Rate System wall be 
introduced in Fatehabad Telephone Exchange, N.W. Circle. 

[No. 5-5/78-PHB] 

Wo STto 162 2 — Wo Wo few 6 2 7, fafek 8 nfe, 

1960 SRT WJ]; fer W[ Wfefe ffR fffWt, 1951 % faWT 

43 4 tjir in * fer (v) % wjtr m-w wnffewv 

^ wnw %?sr Sr fantv i g- :t - 1 9 7 s Jr srmffe sr trrrtff 

troj Tth w ffewr fen 1 1 

[few s- 5/ 7 S-'ffo.TT^- o^ r fo] 

.S.O, 622. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 
S. O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director Gen- 
eral, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16-3-1978 
as the date on which the Measured Rate System will be 
introduced in Kalka Telephone Exchange, N.W. Circle. 

[No. 5-5/78-PHBj 

Wo RTo 623 : — Wo Wo few 627, ffetV 8 fife, 
1960 am *rP][ fe[ fe Wfefe HR ffePT, 195 1 % fefe 
43 4 % IJUT III % fel (V) % R'JRR WWWT fetffew iT 
WferRH Svflfen Wff Jr fetfr 16-3-1 978 If WnfqTt tft 

wwifr srp[ vth w fewr fen £ i 

[fern 5 -S/ 78 - c fro ITT o ffo] 

WoffTo T)tT, ffew, fe-n (f) 

S.O. 623.— In pursuance of para (a) of Section 111 of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 
S. O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director Gen- 
eral, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16-3-1978 
as the date on which the Measured Rate System will be 
introduced in Adilabad Telephone Exchange, Andhra 
Circle. 

[No, J-8/78-PHB] 

P, N. KAUL, Director of Phones (E) 


NR 

fefefe, 13 Wfi, 1978 

wo wo 524: — sfefe- *nrrni if) tr | fv 'Mu'ik sfermfe 
mfe fnfesrn % «rk if -^ntrn xtfhhnrn, 1948 ( 1948 
W 1 1 ) Wft’T W -rjWPT tk f-T4d TT W-ft T 1 1 [ff ; 

wr:, R5i, %nr)!T rttr, ttr flfnffen if) ttra 27 aro 
mtt w few t'7't 47 F rjgr prtf) 44 a t, t 7 ^ v f'jf'tnn 

vt % RET 1 if ^frfe % WET RTWT if) gwn atfr I 1 

kr nffeRnr it TP>wa *r wife vt nfepj & =aR wrr ifr 

nwfw IT tn f 4 846 oils oi |4 ^f) a [4 f4tfe r?r [fe 

t) vtf gnw w wwn snw fpJ, hi rttr fe tt fwt: 

vkfr 1 

[rfo tnjo 32025( 1 )/ 7 6-155^0 feo (tTrTo ^ 0 )] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 13th February, 1978 

S.O. 624,— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that the Minimum rates of wages should be fixed under 


324 GI/77 — 6 
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the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 ill of 1948) in respect of 
employment in dolomite mines; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of tire powers conferred by 
section 27 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby 
gives notice of its intention to adl the said employment to 
Part I of Jie S lcdule to the said Act. 

Any suggestions or objections which nitty be received from 
any person in respect of the said addition on or before the 
expiry of a period of four months from the date of publi- 
cation of this notification in the official gazette, will be con- 
sidered by the Central Government. 

[No. S. 32017(l)/76 WC(MW>i 
15R7TT(ft, 1978 

47To 4tTo 625:' — ft-lfl 7 6 < a. l * , fie T9 xrfyf-194, 1936 

( 1 9 3 6 47 4 ) 4ft tnrr 7 4 ft rrrttt ( 2 ) % gv* ( 7 ) ftmfVfi 

rt'Vn 11 144 4) <pt RtffR 47*,ft jrr, ft fir dft 47 trt i r n* * < frtfi fftfft 

Tt rtf xrfftfftRR ft rr w ft trftftRrft fftfftfe: Trtfr fr i 

[ft° FRTo 3 1 0 1 4 ( 13)/77-T5?iJo ftfto (tfp sx?Ro)] 

New Delhi, the 15th February, 1978 

5.0, 625.— In exercise of the powers conferred under 
clause (p) of sub-section (2) of Section 7 of the Payment of 
Wages Act, 1936 (4 of 1936), the Central Government 
hereby specifies the Railway Minister’s Welfare and Relief 
Fund for the purpose of that clause of the said Act. 

[No. S.-31014(13)/77-WC(PW)l 
fit ffiefifC, 18 Rmpft, 1978 

47 o|wr« 62 a.—' ftRffR firm;, ^rtr kji^O xrfftffiRR, 194 a 
( 1948 471 11 ) 4?) tmr 26 ift RRRRT ( 2 ) IKlStTW RfTFRT 

ftr wftR fir# $ 7 , ffiftnr ftff | far ^ ft Trarar 4 

trfimrtfi' 4 ft 7nft<sr ft tN- 7 ft 4 ft RRfft ftfftq;, rtf xrftrfwt 4 ft 

WtXl 1 8 4?T RRRm ( 1 ) ft RRRR, Rift 1T41 Rfift T^RRR RR^fft 

fftRR, 1950 itrrhrf^T rrr 10 4 RRjfr wn 
■ftfitft R*tr tnw 1 1 4 fwpr Rifr 477 ft 4fft wftWT 4 ft Rft 

ftiflR rr trVr ffttp r^rrtr TalutR, ^fit ft 47ftRTfft7 RRKrfftftf 
ftftftH 4, fRR4ft ftfiftR TOR % TTt^Tfxhf 47 RT 5 fftfifftR 
RPTfiTR % R^RTft R4TR fftRT RT7T Rjff ^TR RftTftJ Rf[ FR 

RTvf ft RtffR ^VTT ft? qft 47*Nrfftftf 4ft fftMcpRt ft^R RTF 
ft47*f ft<4T Rf?RT JTTr faf^T SPFR ftWt R5^-29ilARft 7117 | 

[R«RRo 3 20 1 4( l)/77-1iRReR)io(R-<to^p:)] 

New Delhi the 18th February, 1978 

5.0. 626. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 26 of the Minimum Wages Act, J 948 
(11 of 1948), the Central Government hereby directs that, 
for a period of five years from the date of publication ol 
this notification in the Official Gazette, the provisions of 
sub-section (1) of section 18 of the said Act in so far as it 
requires a Register of Wages to be maintained in Form X, 
and issue of Wage Slips in Form XI, prescribed by the 
Minimum Wages (Central) Rules, 1950, shall not apply in 
relation to the work: charged employees of the Central Water 
and Power Research Station, Poona, who are paid on the 
regular scales of pay applicable to Central Government em- 
ployees subject to the condition that the particulars of such 
employees shall be maintained in Form CPWA-29 prescrib- 
ed by the Central Public Works Account Code. 

[No. S-320 14(1) /77-WC(M W)j 

4Ro 4n° 627.— ftfifW RT4RT, njvtRR RR^ft XtfftfftRTT, 1948 
( 1948 47 11) 4ft STTTT 26 4ft RWJR ( 2) TTTT RRR TlfTFRft 
47 RRTR 47Tft JR, R$ fftftir Wf $ fft FR irfftgRRT $7 TDlRR if 


R47TRR 4ft RKfar ft RPR 4R fift Rfifa ft fftlT, RTF RftlffiRR 47 
EfTTr 1 8 4ft RRHTTT ( 1 ) ft RRRST, 747 RRft 7JR7R 

RR^ff (%tk3pt) fRRR, 19 50 cm fftffR RRR 10 R RRJTl Rt 
747 rfRRSR Rlffft ift Rftwt 4ft Rf RTf RTTRTR ^ tftffR nfhn? 
tTfnFft ^ TTRRTf xftt ftftfttt ft, fftfi% ftTR RTF XtfRffiRR ^7 WRfR 
7JR7R Rll|fV 4ft ffiR7 4ft Rf f, R^f f'PT, RXTO; R? 
sift ft WfftR jftRT fft ftft 47R'4TfxRt 47 firfftfept R7R1 7 
RRt (rttr) 18, xnf 7 rpF (rrr) ins ft 54747 ft tftr 

fftfftfftRR fiTRRTffty ; ft fppr 5^ ft, rpiftf 4ft ftfiTT- 

RfftRT ft 4PJRTX Tfifr RTftrft | 

[fto PR o 32014(2)/77-R*4 Ro RtTo (mTo ftfo)] 
K)o fto ITfiHR TR, R4 RftfiR 

S.O. 627. — In exercise of the powers conferred hy sub- 
section (2) of section 26 of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 
(11 of 1948), the Central Government hereby directs that, 
for a period of five years from the date of publication of 
this notification in the Official Gazette, the provisions of 
sub-section (1) of section 18 of the said Act in so far as it 
requires a Register of Wages to be maintained in Form X, 
prescribed by the Minimum Wages (Central) Rules, 1950, 
shall not apply in relation to the employees of the Military 
Farms under the Ministry of Defence, for whom minimum 
rates of wages have been fixed under the said Act, subject 
to the condition that particulars of such employees shall be 
maintained in the Wages Book in farms, 1AF (Farms) 18, 
IAF (Farms), 105 and the pay book for civilian staff in ac- 
cordance with the accounts procedure of the Military Farms. 

[No. S-32014(2)/77-WC(MW)l 
T. K, RAMACHANDRAN. Dy. Secy. 

wrftvr 

ftffftwff, uimrft, 1978 

47 V WT°628.— ftfiflR- RT47T 4ft TTR | fft *Rft R4TR5 
fftiftf ft Rift ft ftsrft 4ftrr 'ftiri'R ftr« 4ft 
’RtRrftjrr 47ftrnfr, Rx iPott, Rhnftgr tfR, fw f&siRFfT (rfr 
ft%rt) ft snfwftsf ft Rfsra PtRDwf Rftx Rirft Tnfwnxf ft ftK 
547 FfOfftfftiF fWt fftHRTR |, 

ftVr ftfiflR fi 147R rtf fftart 4ft RrmfrohR ft f 77 fft^fftn 

4* Ft I 4 1 fii-fla RRffftt ^ I 

Rfit, 4UT, ftftlfrpT47 fftRW RfftffiRR, 1947 ( 1947 47r 14) 
ftr urn io 4ft RRRm (i) ft u 'Pt («r) am Rtm nrfftrof 
47 RRtR ftnffR RX47K RTF fftTfif 4ft RTF rMtrR 4ft 

RRT 747 ft RSftR RfSR ftfiffR RT47T flftfttfRRr wfKTRXR, RTrpjr 
47ft TpprftpifRR ft fftff ffiffftfi 4RTft I I 

"4trr ftiRR 47ftrr ftrrRR ffto, rr trfxRT Rtfiiftfi ^r 
(R tntftfT RTlfftR'ft ft ftftR ft) 47 iff ftjo tfRc fftRT^T, 
TmFR 47ft 2 1 RR4T1, 197 5 ft TfttF-ft ft ffiRTRft ftr 47ft- 
Rf^T'RrfttfRR | ? Rfft Riff, 7ft RftfaTR 47ft47T f47R RRTtR 

47T?47rn:|r V 

[fto qrr- 22013 / 2 / 77 -Rfo j(r)] 

R7R RTR, t E47 RfuRTlTr 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 14th February, 1978 

S.O. 628.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the emp- 
loyers in relation to the management of Chandamelta 
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colliery of Western Coalfields l imited, Pcnch Area Chanda- 
mcttu Group, District Chhindwara (Madhya Pradesh) and 
[heir workman in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desira- 
iiblc to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial, Tribunal, Jabalpur constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Western Coal- 
fields Limited, Pench Area, Chandametta Group (in 
relation to Chandametta Colliery) in dismissing 
Shri D. N, Tripalhi, Sirdar, with effect from 21st 
January, 1975, is justified ? If not, to what relief 
is the concerned workman entitled ? 

[No. L-22013 (2) /77-D.1V (A)] 


S.O. 629. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1247 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Bombay in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of M/s, Dhorsi Moolji, Bombay and their workmen which 
was received by the Central Government on the 14th Feb- 
ruary, 1978. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL AT BOMBAY 
Reference No. CGIT-7 of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to M/s. Dharsi Moolji, Bombay. 
AND 

Their workmen represented by the Transport and Dock 
Workers, Union, Bombay. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the employers — Shri Y. 11 .Rane. Partner, For 
M/s. Dharsi Moolji. 

For workmen — ( 1) Shri S. R. W.igh, Advocate (2) Shri S. 
R. Kulkarni, Secretary, Transport & Dock Workers' 
Union, Bombay. 

INDUSTRY : Docks, Clearing STATE : Maharashtra. 

& Forwarding. 


Bombay, the 2nd January, 1978 
AWARD 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, vide 
their Order No. L-31013(l)/77-D.IV(A), dated the 18th 
May, 1977, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (2) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
has referred the following matter for adjudication by this Tri- 
bunal. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the demand of the Transport & Dock Workers' 
Union, Bombay for payment of bonus at the rate of 
20 per cent for the accoutin^ year 1975-76, to 
the employees of M/s. Dharsi Moolji, Bombay is 
justified ? If not, to what rate of bonus arc the 
workmen entitled ?” 
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2. After the issue of usual notice to the parties tor filing 
their respective written statement, etc,, the Union filed its 
written statement of claims and the employers sought adjourn- 
ments for filing their written statement. On 28-12-1977 both 
the parties filed a joint application stating that they had 
arrived at an amicable settlement by which the management 
shall pay to the eligible employees four per cent bonus in 
respect of the year 1975-76 and the payment of which shall 
be made on or before 31-12-1977. The parties further prayed 
that the Tribunal be pleased to pass an Award in terms of 
this settlement. I find the settlement fair and reasonable and 
make my award accordingly. 

T. NARAIN, Presiding Officer 

[No. L-31013(l)/77-D.IV(A)] 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer 

99 ° STT° 6 30 : — 99 : % 9 ft 9 97997 ^ 9 f[ Htflff (ftm ^ ftf 
foil tpFpff (^firrn), 4/4, thru 20, trc 91 ° 590 ttj, 

1, 9T997 PThT-T sftr qrjfsrrfttff tff RJIPWT 

V* 9 T iff 9$ $ fin qnrsrrff uftro fffftr rYc 99H 
■JW 7 StfsrfffiTTr, 1952 ( 1952 9 iT 19) % swht hto 79m iff 
TFJ ftnr ttrnJ HTf^rr; 

Rffi, <r, ttr wfaffprtr 99 trro 1 t) hwtt ( 4 ) ttu 
9T7T rrfftm w 99>r tth 59 fofhr 97997 stfufir^n? % 

4 14 "'1 Tffi POTTff <P) HPT 9TTtff ^ I 

9^ VftfgsRT 3 1 OTJTt, 1975 9ft SPjTT Ijf TTOlft 901(91 I 

35018(47)/76-'ft<=m?;oTT(i)] 

S.O. 630. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Expo 
(India), 4/4, Sambava Chambers, 20, Sir P.M. Road, Bom- 
bay-1, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 
09 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said estab- 
lishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
Ibe said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty first day of October, 1975. 

[No. S. 35018(47)/76-PF, II(i)] 

79° RTo 6 31.— ^ijfl9 H7997 TOTHTTf Rfim ffffa Jppfij) 
HWPT tfftrfipPT, 1 952 (l952 99 19) *|f) (7117 8 % 999 
977591 1 nr 5 ?w Trfirpfi 99 suffir titt 59, 91-95 [7199 Sr m 911991 
Hhf 9TT^ ^ 97919, 31 99597:, 19 7 5 if 59Fff (tffep) 

4,/ 4 7f9I T7"ffo 59° TTf, 979^-1, 9T99I T9T99 Tf HTB 

717591 % spffiTfff % four fq-fafyter 977ft $ i 

[90 rr9o35018(47)/77-ffo 1(91 II(ii)] 

S.O. 631. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the thirty first 
day of October, 1975 the establishment known as Messrs 
Expo (India), 4/4, Sambava Chambers, 20 Sir P.M. Road, 
Bombay- 1, for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 3501 8(47) /77-PF. II(ii)] 

79° WTo 6 32 — 99: Mt9 97997 9lf SpfftT $ fV 
99# 397T ^ftrrrf troy 9999), 999 1 1 , 9T9TOTH 

#t° 9lfiT9T 919, Jjrgf- 1 fHH^snWTl fam 9999 9T9H1 99I9T9 
9t |, 9T97i 79199 if TF9T f99t9T9I tf|7 991'9Tpt.9f 99 91J97.9T 
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4T4 n ?T tfa | fa '-afanq fiftr tik h , C1 u i 

73444 Srftjfaqir, 1 9 5 2 ( 1 9 5 2 TT 19) $ 34q4Sf 7314 74144 

5Tpt fan sin 4 rfatf ; 

*re snr, gw wfifPm if7 rttt i i?i wim ( 4 ) srt 
vrfiFjTft «pt srq'rr tttt gT %fafa «y*M< itf wfafamr % 
734444 wm fit hit indf | 1 

wfH^FTT 1 unifa, 1970 *1 ™ gi wnft ^rrrpfr 1 

[flo irflo35018(96)/77-'ftoE , Eo ll(i)] 

5.0. 632. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in re- 
lation. to the establishment known as Messrs Usha Transport 
and Trading Company, Jumna House 11; Nathalal D-Parikh 
Marg, Bombay-1 including its Associated concern at Jam- 
nagar, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establish- 
ment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of July, 1976, 

TNo, S. 35019(96) /77-PF, J.[(i)l 

upto nio 6 j 3 . — tt %fafa rpTtT, it qsi sttfat ?>rr £ fir 
fa ?4wr, «i4t favKTfPT, tjrstf-5 7, 4i4n 'TO 

% fifafapFt tffa tptfTlfRff ^1 W 4T7T 4T (fauf 

4f | fa irqqTft vrfattr fa-fa xfh sfaH utfatr pfafaqq 
1952 ( 1952 »PT 19) ITOt TW WET T> HPj; fffa Ufa 
«rrf^tr-; 

sri: w, hh; srfafaTR iff am i vt trrtrrtr ( 4 ) srer 

SPJrf irfafal 44 JTjffa fnfa gtr %fatq 47144 TW WfafalR % 

^wtT ijtfi wm «rft ?rnj_ irfat $ i 

45 Wfaf^Tt 1 *78177, 1976 iff SF|57 TTTlft ^Tpnfr | 

[tft> n^ro 3 5 0 1 y ( 105 ) 77-410 rpRo-II) (j)] 

5.0. 633. — -Whereas it appears 1° the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in re- 
lation to the establishment known as Messrs The Centaur 
Hotel, Bombay Airport, Bombay-57, have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees Provident Funds and Miscella- 
neous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (4) of section 1 of the said Act,, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come- into force 
on (he first day of April, 1976. 

[No. S. 35018(105)/77-PF. ll(i)] 

4do W7o 6 34. — 441774 fHWrtl Ufacq fafa ifR tfafa 
WfafiPHT, 1 9 52 ( 1952 44 lp) fh E7T47 6 % 444 475^41 
5147 44TT HTfapfi 44 44fa IRtf Jtr, faqq if 4144441 

Ufa 4mt % 4T4P[, 1 ufcr, 1976 if 444 fa 44h ftCTT 
fa4T4444, ^f- 57 , 47417 PT144 4tf 7314 444117 $ sfafarfa 

'P fifa fafafasr imff | | 

fas trjdo-3 50 1 s ( 1 0 5)/77-4f °ti47°II (if )] 

S.O. 634. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 


the mutter, hereby specifies with effect from the first day of 
April, 1976 the establishment known us Messrs The Centaur 
Hotel, Bombay Airport, Bombay-57, for the purposes of 
the said proviso. 

TNo. S. 35018(105)/77-PF, JI(ii)J 

vto WN G35 — TFT: pfafiT 44144 Td sfafa $747 $ 
fa 444 4lfaf C4rffa4t ^ifailir, iff- 1 4-4444 nffaffar REfa, 

4° fao fifo xmPJR %4T 4TW-4PT, 4T4T-4, 414P WI44 4 
474TJ fh7friT4r qfa unfmfaiff 4?r srjffan w ™ 4 4544 
5 f 4f | fa Ttfarfr 4fa«4 firfa wk tfafa otwu stfufirm, 
1952( 1952 44 19) % TWff 44K EerpR 44 4T1J fat[ Tffa 
Tfrfa'f ; 

44: 44, 4fafa44 471 HTTf 1 4?t 444RT ( -l) 4171 

STI 4fW4f 44 !T4t4 4772f gtr fa^ffTT 471447; 444 wfttf444 % 
444FST 444 74144 4?f 417p fmfl | I 

4 ^ srfagTrrr 1 infa, 1977 pf 44wl mtifif 1 

[40440 35 UI, s( 1 0 6 ) / 7 7 - 4 ) otpiio II )] 

S.O. 635. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of (he employees in re- 
lation to the establishment known as Messrs Bhavesh Plastic 
Industries, C-l, Nandaan Industrial Estate, Opposite A.C.C. 
Research Centre, Agra Road, Thana-4 have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscella- 
neous Provisions Acl, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable, to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (4) of section I of the said Act, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
the said establishment. 

This notification, shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first dav of March-. 1977. 

[No. S. 350 19( 106J/77-PF. Tl] 

44° Sfio 6 36. — 44: Wll 471447: ^ snf)4 ^pTT $ fa 

if 44 4114141 fa^t 4» 0)4171 4W4?ff 4^447f 44 faf44¥, 44^474, 
fijpTT 4fr4l4T, 4r447 74744 % 4*4^ f44faT *ffa 4744Tfa*ff 47> 
4^4647 ?4 414 47 4^4 J77 4f | fa ffaTTlTf Tffacq fafa nflT 
41774 4444 trfafaqiT, 1 952 (l 952 14 I 9 ) % 734441 734! 
54744 177 ifri^; far irfa qif^iT; 

174: 44, 7347 Wfaf444 iff HRir I 17) 44(1177 ( 4 ) 5177 
444 srfafaf 17[ 4474 IRT J-ir^fafa 471-77 73477 Hftlf44*r % 7344^4 
7747 74744 177 RTiJ 17747 ^ I 

4-1 qfa^l'lT 3 1 fa4E4T, 1 9 7 5 T7 417T 44lft WUpfl' I 
[ 4044 -= 350J8( 107)/7 7-ift ^ 0 II] 

S.O. 636.— Whereas it appears lo the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs 
Kolaba Jilha Machhimar Madhyavarti Sahakari Sang 
Limited, Alibag, District Kolaba, have aereed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Mis- 
cellaneous Provisions Act 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty first day of December, 1975. 

[No. S, 35018(107) /77-PF-JI] 



[ttt II — gw 3(ii)] trt to thitoj: 


to^mr 6 37- — tt: V/it rtotto ^ totVt jttt |ftr4w 

"mi? tr^PTfor, 1 4 / 1 5, ifwtipff, Tfror, TOrfror TPfT 

TOR xtg, gfr^rr^T, tprf - 5 w totttt % w faTtror rfrc 
TObnfvff ^ ^jiwr rot tot r t/t-t jit me J f<P «ni-i:*r 
'Tfaw faftr *ftc topW tttoj wfafTror, 1952(1952 to 19 ) 

T ■J’TTO'ST iTO TflflTT 4t) ‘4 T-*] fanT TOT ’tTlvtR ; 

ttt: ot, m wfafTTOr to! trt i to ttetrt (4) srt 
tort srfrRff to totot tott £</ totot tttor ?n afaf-mM ^ 
totot t>tt ftott to tot TOrof) t 1 

n^t ■srfff^siaT 1 it, 1976 4-1 to^tt tutt totti 1 
[T° TTo 3 50 1 8( 1 0 9)/ 7 7-Tf oTT^o-11] 

S.O. 637.— Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment mat the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Allied Ex- 
ports, 14/15, Gitanjuli, First Floor, Off. Arthur Bunder 
Road, Colaba, Bombay-5 have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees' Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provi- 
sions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should made applicable to 
the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies/ the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
011 the first day of July, 1 976. 

[No. S. 35018(109 /77-PF. Ill 
TORTO 0 638 . TT ’fcwl'tr TTTOR TO V% Ht)t iftTT $ fTO TTT 

grfvPid'W ttjfcjfhsr, 8 1-11 toft uui t fr "i , TOTh-tT tor tor 
tot, TOrarn, Twf-5 tptto rorm % Tror® Wi*n *ffr tot- 
Trfthf to( t^tot st tot r t/wt t) t£ fa tottot' 1 Tfaw 
faftr sfk jfafa tw wfafaror, 1952 (1952 to 19 ) to 
tottow tto ttott toT trnj; fart Tfa TTfer ; 

TT: TOT, TO TfafaTT TOl tTRT 1 ift TOTETRT ( 4 ) 5RT 

tort Tfrfaf tot tort toti-t %ti)t rtor TfafaTOT % tottot 
ttt ftott fir tot; »P<?Pr £ 1 

tit TfirgroiT 1 , 1976 tot to) wt^tFi 1 

[To tr*R 3 5 0 1 8 ( 1 I 1 ) / 7 7 -*f) o rrrR u II] 

S.O. 638. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that (he employer and the majority of the employees in re- 
lation to the establishment known as Messrs Burlingtons 
Agencies, 84, Anjali, 8th Floor, Oil. Arthur Bunder Road 
Colaba, Bombay-5, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act lo 
the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of July, 1976. 

[No. S. 35018(1 ll)/77-PF. Ilj 

ftt o ipt c* 6 3 9- — TOT: TO-lffT 4 v r 1 5 Cl T7[ 9dln gTTT ^ fa d 
tFtfrfr ttDt CT-wmCftf ^irfTT tItottI fafrtT mz Co 902 , 

jft-gw, 5TTTO T 7, Tfl TOTTO 7 , Trif, TH l"l *fC TO f- 2 5, RttT 
TfTT Rvfr^-jr, gf*R) uf'IT, TTTT To 15, TtCT (lie-l 
C Ttwfnmfr TTT, TTOt-2 9 RtT TTCr WHTTOT Cl TftTfTT 
rprpp rTITT Tt^tJ fTTRTT wR fTTTTfTTT O 3^TCTT 


TTT 4, 1 9 7 8/TtFTT 13, 18 99 663 


jt jot r: t^tt | fC TTfifr t[tw fTftr wh tprWj 

TTOT TftrfTTT, 1952(l952 Tf 19) C TTRT Tff PTTTT 
TT TTT ffrr Tt% ; 

TT: TT, TfT TfafTTT Cl TTR ) Cl TTTRT ( 4 ) SRt 

TRT wfvPTT TT 5 TTPi sfttT ^it CCtT TOR TfT TftrfTiTT C 
TTTtT TTO rTTTTT TT STPJ. *FT!ff | t 

Tg Tftt^THI 1 TJT, 1977 Ct tt^rt gf TTSft ffTtnff I 

[To tTfl-o 350 1 «( 1 1 2)/77-Tto TTio II] 

S.O. 639.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to tne cytublishment known as Messrs Jyoti Munoj 
Co-operative Housing Society Limited, Plot No. 962, B. 
Wing Block No. 7, S. Ghanekar Marg, Prabhadcvi, Bom- 
bay-25 including its Workshop at Hind Service Industries, 

2nd Floor. Gala No. 15. Behind I’arkwav Hotel Shiva ji 

Park, Bonrbay-28, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous/ Provisions 
Act. 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-i/ection (4) of section I of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of June, 1977. 

[No, S. 3501 8(1 12)/77-PF. II| 
fTRWR 64 0— tTT: %tjflT TTTR TO tf? SpftT ^^ 1^4 

tts tjTT faro? fgfT&T snjTtrrT tfri fwrr rrmr) 

TtfTT jtt, tjftnrr, totop rorm & tto® fTtfRpr xf)r TOTTrfvTf 
ufr jrprorr tot tot r t^tt gr | fip ftT^rfr Tfroro Tuftr 
rfri: srffW oTOW wfafTtm, 1952 (1952 to 19 ) % wit 

TtW PTFT'T TT TFT fTOr 4 M 41 f/U, ; 

TOT: STJT, T7P TfTfTTT fit OTTT 1 ff) TRTTTT ( 4 ) JTT.T 
ttot wfrrcfr to srtfrr tot^ yrr ^rflr RTO7 ttr TftrfTTT % 
TTTOJJ TTi TUTTT TO TPf TRcff | I 

t? Tfagrorr 1 Tf, 1 976 fit to^tt ijt Trrft toi/tT i 

[to tTTo 3 5 0 l 8 ( 1 1 3 ) / 7 7-Tt o TTfi 0 II] 


S.O. 640. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to the establishment known as Messrs Raymond 
Woolen Mills Limited, (Sheep and Wool Research and De- 
velopment Division) baling Kuran, Dhulia have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Mis- 
cellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the porvers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of uection I of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of May, 1975 

[No. S. 35018(1 13J/77-PF. HI 


fno 3tTo 64 1.— TOT: %Tf)TTWR >PtT£ TOfhT ITtTT |ftr TT# 
TTf-TOTT 3T W4'Ti/"H (tTTTTOT ) f'i fueX, 7 3-4 1 /-ft 4 *67, T 1 tf’) To 
11, rITT TOIT?, TtTTT rotlRf T Tt«(d froftTOT TOIT 

TOtfTTfTTf # TfWTT TOT TOT R TTOTT gt Tf fr fat ftTTTfr 
'TfTOTfTfT rftT TOpfri TTTOJ TfrjfTTOT, 19 52 (l952 TO 19) 
% TTTOT 3T TTRTT TT rt 1^ f 4 U TTT TTuTT , 
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TO: TO, TO ufsrfTTO iff TOT 1 T3TETAT ( 4 ) iTO 
siw nrfTTfi tt toft «ra YrjfFT toit to trFtjfTiFT t 
jim to wm h't TFf *refr | i 

Rir wftt^n 1 wf , 19 7 6 TT TOTT jj f TFUTf THTTift I 

[ffo 77° 3 5 0 1 8 ( 1 I -l)/77-'Po UTR II] 


S.O. 641. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment Chat the employer anti the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Antia Elec- 
tricals (Private) Limited, 73 Jolly Maker, Chambers No. 1! 
Nariman, Point, Bombay, have agreed that the provisions 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Pro- 
visions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act, 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of July 1976. 

[No, S. 35018(1 14J/77-PF. Ill 

Tto wN G42--- ! PT: TT ttf tPftrT JIFF fir 3W 

MYm % 4 T TiTO-fr firfirtr, ?h >r firm, tout tiftt, 
FroT-mr, Twr wro ?r TFmj fimtw wY? irtHrrfnff tY ?jr- 
tott to to rr iryn-T ?Y irf ft fir TOmf «TfTOTf7fsr tfRuifW 

3 TTO wfafiptm, 195 2 ( 1 9 5 2 IT Ifl) % JlbS TO WITT 17 

to (m TO srrfftf ; 

to: xrw, to TtfafiTOt iff tot 1 iY 3Tsrm ( 4 ) jrrr 
sproirfitwY itsptYtirY jtr>f7iff7 tofft? to ttfidwt ^ ttto 
to ttot tfr srnj; iRtfr $ 1 

75 srfEr^m 1 , 1974 uY sptti ff stofIY to.tI i 

[*T» tr^To 3501 b( 1 15)/77-<fro tr<So If] 

S.O. 642, — Whereas it appears to Ihe Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to the establishment known as Messrs Shrigaon 
Sewa Sabakari Society Limited, Post Shirgaon Palghar Taluk, 
District Thana, have agreed that the provisions of the E,m- 
loyees Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the suid Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the s/aid establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of July, 1974. 

[No. S. 35018(1 15J/77-PF. If j 

ITTo (ft 0 6 43. — - TFT- 'Gif FT T 31 1 7 IT IR A u) 1 I fir ^WT 

toYtotoY tY^Tw firfirtT, 19 Ywt to, toFFm frofr to/ 

9 6, frefar *fT# TPThft, Fwa toiY tout tot 

WITT Yt TOTJ fw'DIT trF: HWTfwf lY llJTTWr TO TO TT 
mjTO $Y if I fir TOTRrTfTW firfsr tfW 56^4 TOTOwFhFtTO, 
1952 ( 1952 TT 19) T TTTOW TO WITT TT TOf fTT TO 
TTf^tr ; 

TO:, TO, TO tTfsrfTTT ffRI iff 1 Jffj 3TS7TT ( 4) ffITT 
TOfT TfTWY TT TOFT IT* ^ $7^FT T 3TTT TO trfsjfilTO £ 
-'fS - tr ^eti wttt Tt vtF£ ^ <AY ^ i 

7i$ 1 FTORR, 1977 77 SRTT 5 $ WUfr Trlqifl | 

[7° TTo 35019(429)/77-'fto trigo II (j)] 


5.0, 643. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in re- 
lation to the establishment known as Messvs Karnataka Agro 
Proteins Limited, 19, Lavellc Road, Bangalore- 1 including 
its branch at M/96, Housing Board Colony, Raichur, have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employee*/ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said 
Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of September, 1977. 

[No. S. 35019(429)/77-PF, llli)l 

17-' TO 64 4 — Yr^fT TR1R TTOTP0r ’4fsrW ffiftT sflT 
tJTTOT trftrfilTO, 1952 (19 52 TT 19) iff TOT 6 T TOT 1 
TT-^r 5 1 *T Wl TrfTrft IT RlftT (pT, flTT it XtmTP 

TOT TTr % TITtT 1 fTOWT, 1 977 TT TTO ntff 

f/rfiTHT, 19 TTtfr LfT, TOtYt-I, fsrTO TO / 9 6, ?)TfTO sfljf 
TTtfpfi, TTtTfr fwtT TON gn«rT '4f TOT WITT W TO TVtjT 
IT TTtTOf T fTO flfTfTO T7?fr | I 

[Tic TO° :15019( 429)/77-Tft> tTTl° II(ii)] 

5.0, 644. — In exercise of ihe powers conferred by ihe 
first proviso to section 6 of Ihe Employees' Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into the 
matter, hereby specifies with efiect from Ihe first day of 
September, 1977, the establishment known as Messrs. Karna- 
taka Agro Proteins Limited, 19, Lavello Road, Bangafore-l 
including its branch at M/96, Housing Board Colony, Raichur 
for the purposes of the suid proviso. 

[No. S. 35019(429)/77-PF. H(ii)] 

1TO 0 4 5. — TO: %isRt TOTR «PT Tf TOYtT TOT! $ fip 

RTTtf TOTITOTTI RTfe, RtTOm tlfTITTOir TOTO, TOff JT, 
TTW wm & TOW fTOlwr TtYt Vnhnftifi # To to 

towto ?fr if ^ fT TOTOft vtFto fiTfir iftt; jptfW ttow xtftr- 
fTTO, 1 95 2 ( 1 9 5 2 IT 1 9 ) % TTTO TO ZTOTT iff 
Firr to uFto; 

WT: TO, TO XTFtiFTTO lY STT7T 1 T?) ^THTT ( 4 ) fftTT 

toft irFirof nr srqTO toY jtr tottt to ’nFtTfror % ttt^et 
to wm nt to irtY | i 

T? WfEJ^mr 1 1PFJTT, 1 977 nt 5# TOtfi aTTRiff I 

[rjo TO 13 3 501«(43l)/7 7 J ft* t^Tlo II] 

5.0, 645. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Sannamallapa's Estate, 
Modegodu Shanivarasantha Post, North Coorg, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies Ihe provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment, 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of October, 1977. 

[No. S. 3501 9(43 l)/77-PF. 11) 

47 O TO 6 4 6.- -TO GTfT TOTIT At Tf? TOfa gYnr | ffT 
Tt'gTT TO3T, firTOmW Tnw WITT Y TOra fTT’rspF ifty 
T7rrTTfwY iff =I^fWT rTT To TT ?t | fit 



[m II — upr 3 ( ii ) ] with to Tra-rw 


'^f^rarfsrftr tfR 7"ftif xtfisrfim, 1952 (1952 tt 10 ) 

T 77507 m TTTTb Tt Hnj; fifTT m TTfTb; 

m, 77 77 ; trfafim <ft etitt 1 <t 3771 7T ( 4 ) sra 
SW Klftpfi *PT 7717 77d jrr %3fr7 77717 37F #W % 
3W7 m 77 m Td m ttitI % 1 

77 ErfirrjptTT 1 wft, 1977 t't 7771 %i Buff) mpf) 1 

[7° TTTTo 35019(434)/7 7-41 0 trtfi o IT] 

S.O. 646. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Bothra Brothers, 
Vizianagaram, have agreed that the provisions of the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of January, 1977. 

TNo. S-350J 9(434) /77-PF. ID 

<fTo HT" 647.— 77: foffa 77717 7T7p | fa 71# 

efto ^ TTiry Jfrerpfy 114 mT«T$77 <77 Ttffe, 7rff«ftf77-2, 
TTRT tRiMd % rprn fuM 4 4 XtIt TRTTfitrit 7t 3IJT177T Tb 
77mr?T ift & fin stftnrr Mb tfrr si^pW 3<rh xrfa- 

fipR, 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 ’Ft 19) % TTm Irk 0^77 71^. 

fifib sn% blfg 1 ; ; 

wit xur, m sTftrfim sft tnTT i twitt ( 4 ) htt 
spfrT vrfnrTt 77771777 ^ ftr^irfir ttwr m xrfafim % 37 m 
tts prm wet rift | i 

7 $ wfa*(77T 1 urtO, 1977 •Ft sfifn 77»f) mft i 
[rfo brio 3501 9( 4 3 8 ) / 7 7- , ft ° (bfis II] 

S.O. 647.-— Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs P. Regu and Company, 
1 14, Renganalhapuram East Street, Tuticorin-2, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of January, 1977. 

jNo. S-3 50 1 9(438) /77-PF. Ill 

77 o WTO 6 48.— *RfhT 77777 TUHTft 7^77 fafa XftT 
T71F7 wfafmpr, 1 952 ( 1 952 77 19 ) >ft ETRT 6 % SEPT 
iRT am TtfWi 77 77 T 7 777 ^ J 17 , mr fim ij manm 
PttT gRfr % <mrcf 4 wj4T, 1977 & tfbTf fmiif rpn 

rhFn-4, TT^-o rfto xrto 5-rr, 7 -ft, ’TirtrTf, tew 77177 rt ^f> 

H % spfrarff fvTTT fi^IW TTffl f I 

(7o 77° 3 50 19(422)/? 7-^0 irqjo II(ij)] 

S.O. 648. — In exercise of the powers conccrred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
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the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the fourth day 
of October, 1977 the establishment known as Messrs. Re- 
corders and Medicare System, S.C.O. 5-A, 7-C, Chandigarh, 
tor the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S-3 50 19/442 /77-PF. Il(ii)] 


VToxtT'j 6 4 9. — 77: u onl T fit 7t[ Wriici If Ini ^ fir 

(mw:) atm mlm, fm tr, 

^TgR-i, ffiiTFi (i) i7i6 Tafirr tDt, fmfr-e 

(2) 10-tff nrfirfrm iftm, WTI TZ.mrr fmr 7~R, ^7ff-3 

( 3 ) 70 57^ 7PT TTTrft mT7 fiimfiR, fr%R -2 «fil7 ( 4 ) 

7r*PTt m fmr mra (to 7 a^vr) f^nr wfl Kmrrf vft 
armr Fam if fira? faq'vav rfl7 TTf'qTfytff 5 ^ srpjw ^rrm 
77 fir nf ^ ‘OT'rm Trfqtir firftj xffir a*rK ala- 
fmr, 19 5 2 ( 1952 TT 19) TT4F! J m Wm «ffi TTEJ ffTT 

rsrr^r arfitfi; 

ad: aa, m arafiTTn >rt mr 1 Twirr ( 4 ) ort 
am wrfrraf scr areftrr mrf frr^ra ttpr m stfEtfitm % 
mi wm pt tTP[ PTiff ^ 1 

ag 1 1977 pt wfl Ttrribft 1 

[fio Tao 35019(446)/ 7 7-'ffo btRo II ( i ) ] 

S.O. 649. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Rajkumal Transport 
(Private) Limited, Head Office Tilak Road, Hyderabad-1, 
including its branches at (1)1716, Queen’s Road Pili Kothi, 
Delhi-6, (2) 10-B, Municipal Godown, Kamela Darwaja, 
King Road, Surat-3, (3) 70, Achi Ramaswamy Iyer Street, 
Shevapet, Salem-2 and (4) Shukla Gunj, District Unnao 
(Uttar Pradesh) have agreed that the provisions of the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed lo have come into force 
on the first day of June, 1977. 

[No. S. 35019(446)/77-PF. ll(i)l 

wrto WT0650. — mtrb *rwrc PiWrft nfmr ffifti xfiz 
-sms ttfirfirm, 1952 (1952 pt ib) mr 6 % im 

77757; 5T7T 7m TTfffitfit W7 7717 ’TFtJb, rpr^ fif77 7 xn77W 
7fi7 PT7 % 7iRTf[ 1 7T7, 1 977 tfT# Timm 

(7r^l4) firfir^T, 7m mfinr firm 7T?, f^Tim-i, fi>ra^f 

( 1) 1716,771^ Z)T, Ttwf PKl, (?) 1 xtjfilfim 

ifltm, mr, 77arr>rr fm ffir, rptb-.i, ( 3 ) 7 0 , *rr# Trmrnf) 
tF77 rTfe, fltPTpfe, 7^7-2 (4) 777T qlf, fijTTT mi7, 

777 7^7 fixt7 TTxfl TPjrrf sf) bim T7T77 Pt 7TT 77^7 
p gb'Utbf % fiTb iFbft | I 

[7obTTo 3501 9( 4 4 6) / 7 7-ft 0 bblo JI(ii)] 

S.O. 650, — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the first day of 
June, 1977 the establishment known as Messrs, Rajkamnl 
Transport (Private) Limited, Head Office Tilak Road, Hydera- 
bad- 1 , including its branch at ( 1 ) 1716, Queen’s Road Pill Kothi, 
Delhi-6, (2) 10-B, Municipal Godown, Kamela Darwaja, 
King Road Surat-3, (3) 70 Achi Ramaswamy Iyer Street 
Shevapet, Salem-2 and (4) Shukla Gunj, District Unnao 
(Uttar Pradesh), for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 3 501 9(446) /77-PF. II(ii)] 
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Wolflf 6 51 — T T: TOi'T TTPT7 FI TO ?TTf | fa TO’t 


iRFf “it t"tt thfc tot, faroTtwro- i FTfi (i) fadrri 
FrwHT, H>nwiTOTO- t TO" (:’) fTOthmr, TOntiT r nT:VT -4 
fPTT gTFi Wr^(T<t tf|- TfRF TTPTT 4 TOTS ftyifptF TO FT- 
TOttt Ft totott st to tttoto fa Tf t fa ftTO) tTOt 
frrsr TO writ tofu TOrTOr, 1952 (1952 ft 19) F 

TTTOJ TTT PTTTT Ft TO fad TFT Wife"; 

TO: TO, TO TfafTTT Ft TIFT 1 Ft Wm (4) fTO 
TTfT tfaTtfa FT iT-ffP TOf g" TFFTT TTfi wfferfATOT % 

TOTOr TW KIW FT TO FFTt | 1 

TO Wftl^TOr I TTFT, 1 977 Ft TOW TTHl WT"fa I 
TO Too 35019(4 5 3 )/7 7-fa o "5.0 II] 

S.O. 651. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Dwaraka Gas Service, 
Dwarakanagar, Visakhapatnam-4 including its branches at 
(1) Shipyard Colony, Visakhapatnam-4 and (2) Kanchara- 
pnlam, Visakhapatnam-4, have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provi- 
sions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sectiQn (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of August, 1977. 

LNo. S. 350 1 9(453 ) /77-PF-IH 
TO to 6 5 2. — fasffa ttftt Ffarrft wfTO fafti TO TOffi 
■TTTOT WftrfaTO, 1952 ( 19 5 2 FT 19) Ft am (5 % TOT 

ttoif st ft toft nrfypm ft toft Ffat to;, "tou faTOfa wtwtof 
wrw ftt % 'raror :t i Twfa 1977 it it 0 TO ° to o 
TT i?r o ^ftTOt wttw ffarwfafa FTwrfafar TOrrefa TOtto, 
®wrF 4° 9 fttt tfa i, to arm, 'stjtowT, totf 1 totto 
ft to % srfawfa ^ Pro: faftfTO fTO IT 1 

[TO 350 L9( 457)/78-Tr° "F<- 11(H)] 

S.O. 652. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the thirty first 
day of July, 1977 the establishment known as Messrs M.I.S.L. 
Employees General Retirement Co-operative Society Limited, 
Trainees Block No. 9, Room No. 1, New Town, Bhadravathi 
for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019(457)/77-PF.II(ii >] 

TO BTTo 6 5 3.— FT TON TTFTt "iff Tf [ WiW fafff $ fa 
TT#. FnpT TtTTdT faffafa, W° 4 FTTFT TO, FTTTfa- 1 
FTT ( l) fafJ TOTW T° 726, TTWfa ( 2) fao #1 ° TO, FTTH- 1 1 
(3) "To fao JTtrl fafarwr, tij Fled qfae, ^TOT ( 4 ) fatF 

ftw To 51 TOra TO (5) farror arrow TOTO ftro htf! 
wrarr" 41 & ttttt mro t* tops fafaroF TO ftTOTO jff) 
TfTOTr ?t rorw tt tttt ?t t# ?[ fa vifafal Tfam fhFtt tftr 

TTTT TfafhTT, 1952 ( 1952 TT 19) % TWfl TO 
FTTTO T) TFJ fa" Tfa Ttfat; 

TO: TO, TO TfWfaTT TTTT 1 Vi TWTTT (4) S 1 TT 
TST TlfaTf Tl SfTlT 'tfat JiT TTTOC TO TfaPtTT % 

TWSf TO TTITT 54 TO rotfl ^ I 

T? torftt^TTT 1 TO^ST, 1977 Tt T^TT TTSTT TTutif I 
[To ttTo 35019( 459)/77-Tfa n<To II ( i ) ] 


S.O. 653. — Whereas il appears 10 the Central Government 
that the employer and Ihc majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Mysore Wine Products 
Limited, No. 4 Wallou Road Bcngalore-1 including its 
branches at (1) Post Box No. 726, Mangalore, (2) T. D. 
Road, Cochin-11, (3) M. V. Hubli Buildings, New Cotton 
Market, Hubli (4) Post Box No. 51, Bellary and (5) 
Richmond Town, Bangalore-25, have agreed that the pro- 
visions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made appli- 
cable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment, 

This notification shall be deemed lo have come into force 
on the first day of October, 1977. 

[No. S. 3 50 1 9(459) /7 7-P F. ll(i)j 
TT -■• TO 65 4. — TO: fajfi'H TFTTTT apt Tg SfTi'T ?)TT {[ fa 

tt4 totc Ttsr (trfafc) fafjfa?, Tffa^.fnr rniTfan 1 / 27 , 95 , 

TtfiTTO TO, f.'ttlTt^l TT, favtfi-6, farr 12/1 TTTT TIT, 
TTiTHrig fTTO Ttfai trPfft TIRtliTT tfi I 4TTT TTTO it TtitT 
tTOTT 5f) T TtTTTfaTT Vi TfTTtir VT TO 7T T?!TfT ^4 T# ^fa 
FTTRl TfTO fbfff tAt T^tf TTTO TfafnTT, 1 S) 5 7. ( 1 9 5 2 
•Pt 19) T TTTTI TO TTFTT TO fa" TO TTfaF; 

TO:, TO TO wfafaTT Vi TITT 1 €i TTJRT (4) 5TTT 
STTO urfafaf Tf 5TT>T fTT faf.T T'TFTT TtF TfaffafT V 
TTTO TO TT1TO Td TO) TTffl t I 

T?f TftT^TOT 1 ftTTO, 1 97 5 Td TOT |f sTTTfr TtTO I 

[To tfTo 3 5 0 1 9 ( 4 6 0 )/ 7 7-*ft 0 ti.tfio II (i)] 

S.O. 654 . — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Mcttler Auto (Private) 
Limited. Registered Office 1/2785, Lothian Road, Kashmere 
Gate, Delhi-6 including its Branch Office at 12/1, Mathura 
Road, Faridabad, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), shuld be made applicable to the 
said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of December, 1975. 

[No. S-3501 9(460) /77-PF.II (i)] 

Wfl 0 gjT 0 6 5 5.— TTOTT TOTTTdl wfTO fafa TO TOdW 
TT5PT TfafaTT, 1952 ( 1 952 Td 19) V\ TRT 6 $ TOT TT-gT 
SRT TOW Wfafat FT TTFpTO ftf, TTO^ fair fi TOUPTF TIT 
TOl >c Ttrro( 1 farorr, 1975 4t# TOtt wrfa (ttTO) 

TflRf'lJT FrTOrtT t/2 78 5, TlfaTO TTT, FPFTtf’l ffd, 
ffatfr- 6 fTOr 1 2/ 1 T*j7:r TTfi, mffannF fT«m ftft Tretr 
TTTfatt Tt TTTF TOTTO Ft TTt TRTF % TOlTOf % TO 

fafafe TTT) £ I 

[?fa iTTa 3501 9(460)/77-<ftomj; 0 ll(ii)] 

S.O. 655 . — )n exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the First day 
of December, 1975 the establishment known as Messrs. Metllcr 
Auto (Private) Limited, Registered Office 1/2785, Lothian 
Road, Kashmere Gate, DelTii-6 including its branch Office 
at 12/1, Mathura Road, Faridabad, foi the purpose of the 
said proviso. 


[No. S-3501 9(460) /77-PF. II(ii)l 
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wr w»r, 3m irftrfimir if) inyT i nT witi ( 4 ) jm 
ritt wfrpff nr ir^rVr jjp irrrrq Emm 3m xrftrfim 

373 PU WTtR ET Pn^r IRtfi | 1 

45 wftnffmr 1 ttot, 1077 nr rr^rrjjf mifl *n pi\ 1 

[tfo p3° 350] 9( 4 6 6 ) / 7 7 -tY o ptflo II] 


[W II— VW 3(H)] 


WIo S|fo 6 5 6.- — !PT: $*j)tT Jpfnpr 1?) Vg mfrtf ^>TT J fm 

Tfrnrr mrm ttt>t farm, irrtHRm- srF tn4, ifrav-nr, 
TOPT-gO, srrtl'R 74704 ' if 4 Tq 5 J ftltflurir uYl nJFsrrftTn nj fg- 

^3 177 77 ffPTT i$) >7# $ f% THr^nt 1 ) rfftm- f^ftT Sf,T 
sr^M ■jTfsr tTfiTfqqrr, i y s 2 ( i o 5 ? nr 19 ) % aw? 3 m 

weft nr xrpr fnp snT) mbm; 

str:, tnr -m nl wra 1 w- gntritr (1) sryr 

5TW srfttm irr 77)7 nrfr jjp mmiT ffiafunr % 

^TW^r 3m 17177 nrt hut mrm $ 1 

w srfmj'inr 1 rrpnt, 1070 nr im 5$ »mi wimr) 1 
[4° 4^° 35019(462)/77-T)° P75» II] 


S.O. 636. — Whereas it appears to the Centra! Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs South India Fried Gram 
Mills, Madhavaram High Road, Mndhavarnm, Madras-60, 
have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of fitly, 1976. 

[No. S-350 1 9(462 ) /77-PF-I1] 

tlffo WTo 657.— ■ 74: %rflq 77177 if) qf[ STffcr JtltTr ^ fir 
•tmt itt*; 3 ^ 777 ^ 33 , 1 , srmfe 7 ) 3 , trrfirtmpt, rrcrnr-aG 
rrmr 74774 ^r rrora fatfum tftr ttofinrficrt) nr ijww sir 
«rm 77 ttfmr ffr ntf f ft? n<ftrrrr wf^wr Orfy xfk srifH 3 # 

WfafipTtr, 1952 (1052 70 10) % 37sptr 376 77774 fit trot 
ftp x 7tr% *r%p; 

wir *w, 3m ttfRftjpT ift trrrr i 4i wtnyr ( 4 ) jr?r 
jpet irfarff >pt rnffii nr?) yp erfafttpr % 

^rr wm dir hpj Trpft ^ 1 

fl? Wf«ff"TTT 1 mf, 1977 rd 5TSJ7T jf rrmsfr ^rmrfl 1 

[d» irtfo a 5 0 1 9 ( 4 6 4)/ 77-^0 tpEc II] 

S.O. 657. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Arakay Enterprises, 
1, Arcot Road Saligramam, Madras-26 have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds and Miscellar 
neous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
gub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of May, 1977. 

[No. S-35019/464/77-PF.1I] 

<flo WT» 0 58. — 7d: ^P#4 TOUT dff qg JPTtd jrtrTT $ f¥ 
ff’T'f tTRdtET didfipr qtiqrtv (5Tf^d) 137 

Iwt mtf, f trr< qT-f, Tiv'TP 41 ^- 20 , ‘rrmr w'rq 
ftTEr-ft !(V< T^TTrEff Ttr trjireqT 74 ttt qr weit ird rt 
ft- vifdrfi *rfmF,fu tfp-ptfr-t jxxu srrtjfttEr, 1952 ( 1952 
*f 19 ) % grnr-u nff ttm fipif dtd dtfttT; 

124 GI/77 — 7 


S.O. 658 — Whereas it appears to ihe Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in relation 
to the establishment known as Messrs Universal 1 Instruments 
Servicing Company (Private) Limited, 137, Railway Parallel 
Road, Kumarapark West, Bangalore-20, have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscella- 
neous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of ihe powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Centra] 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the staid establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to hnve come into force 
on the first day of November, 1977. 

[No. S-35019(466)/77-PF.lI] 


W" 65 0.-44: <1W!T *rt Jpf mfm tfhn | ft: 

4l 0 % o f^rny) nw 4 ttto, sjnu m, q?4T4, $T*r, tnmr 
itpet ^ ptjtj fhqHnp sfix ipjHr(\qft «ft q^rfeqr trm qy 
5> | ftr Tiprifr vrfipwTfifFn t-r^rtt 3'tttr 'ufirfipm, 

1 952 ( 1952 8?f 19) % OTTET WT3T Tt HT<I fiftf 417) 
■47ft; tt; 

W=f: R-f, 3155 EfirP-PTU ill 8TRT 1 iff 3414137 ( 4 ) JlTl 
urn nflsitff vr TtrEr "rtir jp k'W rmpr wfirfirmr ^ 
^FET 3W 74FT4 if) tTRJ H.’t?f) | I 

4? trfijfSETT I 34HTT, 1077 <63 tollfl 71Tp>fl I 

[4c. p3o 350l9( 468)/77- J f)v II] 


S.O, 659. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to the establishment known as Messrs P. k. Ncdun- 
gadi and Brothers, White Shop, Palghat Kerala, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of November, 1977, 

[No. S-3 501 9(468) /77-PF.IIJ 


Tfftwff, 16 mxrff, 197 8 

vr° «io 660 .— ptur, itfmfr xm tfnTT Rflrfim, 
194 s ( 1948 nr .74) if) tnrr 87 int srrfT srfanff nr rnffir 
it# yp, rfhr «rniT trxvrx % «r<r wtrrm if) srfii^Rr ?)o nrt> 
wro 795 fffyftr 23 irxxtr, 1977, nro wio 2795 rnfrsr 
18 WTOt, 1 9 77 sfft. 17° 4T° 33 53 ETRlET 18 temp, 1976 

% hr ^47) Rqrqtff *) firfirf^'e vrroffir ?ftr fipr>r 

ftrfirsT, i(«rf % nrorivfl nr 3W tf ftrfipm % fr 31 

RtTEt, 1077 h' 30 T4, 1978 (TE iff ftr)l% STrpfT ffRiD 

*fr iAy ernftr n ftrp yx Mt % i 
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2. cpftl WI J *Fr pt? fpRRftftp ?t, wwft '■ — 

( 1 ) rtc totrttP tot fPpiRTO, rr wpfP pP w ftpft 
iPtr rr torrt P t t ~m wfafPpR rpprtr to (ftP 
V# TOft ruto^ ‘to w^ft’ toto pro p ) , PrI fRrorftRT 
ftp rtkr P wk ftp'r ftftfkPf RfpR Pto ht tortoPt 
tp a tort (rthttot) fafaTOT, i 05 n P wPtr RR 
rrt wrofa torr PPr <fT, 

(2) fTOrp htt rr; wftfPRR up ora 45 tfr rtotp.t (t) 

pT WRTR tor TTTT TOtf fPTtWTO, TO fftTR TO 

Ir fP'r'RR toPjito pPf rto iRRkr — 

(i) srm 4 i pp rtopct (1) P rPr, rw wsft 
pff wort it rJ ftPr Prorofr pfr fftft fkRi to 
RfTOftr totP % totPhtoP ; to 

( li ) Wp WfRfPfkRT TO 7 p TO RifftRT'P ft TOpTOft 

cnro totrt (rtritw) fafPror, 1 9 5 0 inr w- 
wPftR tPjrto: wk wfp%R to, tor wpft % 
ftp tr up P to Riff; to 

(iii) toj wfafPfvRR to*P % trpnrTOR ft? tortoto, 
fPwFn? irrr ftp pr rr Pipftf to ftftTO 
sif-i-t; .TnprT ir wfaprro % wtf.'R tjto *fr to rfr 
t; FT TOT P Wk TO^ TOP P TOR TO ?TOTT RRT 
jwr £ to r$t; to 

(iv) w$ trPfrftfiTTOT totP ■ TOfWRrP ft to wwft 
% ik.TR, HR RTO totcwtP % to*tkt P wfafPro? 
% TOftET STfft P, $p ftp?! RPTOEft TO WfpTTOT 
fTOTO TOFT TO TO p$f; 

fRtRftftcT TOR TO7p % ftp TOBTW iftlT : — 

(TO) RETTR TO W®PRftR fpRftTO P WpTTT TORT ft 
TO; Rp $Pt WTRTOTft P ftp RPTOftT ftftWTO 
TO WTO PITOTO WTTOTPTO RRHRT |; TO 

(If) PP f TOR TO 'TOTOTft’T fPwftTO TO wftTWtPTtffR 
ftpt RIRTOP, TRNRT, TOpftR TO WTO TfftK 
P ftPt Pt RftR RRR TT sftw TORT Pft RR% 
RTOTT P R? RPSTT TORT ft R| TOftTRt % fPPf- 

HR PVT RH^fr % pRTR P PPPETR pP p 5 TT, 

Rf^TO PtT 4TTO RTTOTR, Pp fRtrCTfT TO WTO TOT- 
TORT % RR8T JTfgp Pk RRpT RRiWT TOP 
P, TO to| pp'r H1RTORT P ftp P WTTOTOR- RTOPp 

f ; to 

(p) RTOR TO WTOqlpR fTOfftpr 5 fp, Rfft WftTRt 
RT Prop TOT, TO pp ftpr TOft rt rt tip tototoP, 
TTOTOT, TTPftR PT WTO rTtotR P PTOT TOP, 

pt PP ftfr spfft pfr ftp# *nft P tor fRfrwpr 

PT WTO PRTORT % TOR P^ fpTOTR RPR RT ^ft;- 
PTRR (J ft PjT RPTORf pftwT TOTRT; 

PT 
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RTRfTP PR fRPR ftfPP* 
(ftTPR uft), Rto TORR 
po 5 4, RRTOTJTR pfftSTR, 
fpRTRTTPRRR 1 

2 . WTtTRpR 

fProroiTOi 

WTRftP PR fRPR faftlPr, 
(fPTOPR Oft), <f[o PTTR 
Ro 1634, WRo WTTo Pto 
TO RTO, ftPFTOTTTOP 1 

3’ WPlPPpR 1 ’ 

ftTOTRTOT 

RTRftP pR fpRR ftfPPt, 
(ftRRR Oft), PpRR fft, 
fPRPRTfT 1 

4. WRKT PpPT 

fRRTOTO- 

RTO-14 

RTTOfTP pR fpRR ftfptl, 
fpRTPR PPtR TrJuM, TOTORT 
5 «(PrPt PTOJpRT RftR, 

fRRTOTTTOR- 1 4 . 

5 . ft**fr 

ftftt 

viKdl^ ?nr f'T^PT f r 4 Ph i* , 
(fTH J I^T falf ) , T^'c^olft'o 

irW^nr 
faesfV- 2 6 , 

6. ftpft 

ftpft 

RTrofrp Pr fpRR fttPror, 


(fpRTOR Rnr),ftrpftftft % 

RTRp, lTTfTTOTft, ftwft-26. 


7. ftftt ftftt WTTphT PR fpRR ftfttrr, 

fPRTRR TO^RR T^TTR, RTOt 
TOTOR 7ft, RtTTOTR Pi 
fpRR PTTOR, ftr^ft %RT- 1 0 . 

8, ^ttr pPftp wroftr Pro froiR ftft^v, 

(ftroPR ’ff), Rto TO PR 
R° 5 3 5, ftftPTOT tfftT, 
TOTTOC' Tft, PpftR-3. 

9* pTP PpfpR RTTOfrp pTT fpRR ftfpPf, 

(ftropR TOr),pPftR pftw 
RfpTRTPR, Rto TOfR Ro 8, 
ftjfftTTO, TORT TtfpR | 

10. pTRR PpftR RTOftP pR fRRR ftftjft, 

(ftTOTR Rft), «RfTO Rpr, 
R>° tR 1 7 59, pRtjWP, 
TOtftR-6. 

11. RfRRRTf RITR ifftPR WTPR TOTpftrR ftfPS», 

(Rftftp ftfpRR), TOfft 
fT^ Tft, RSTR I 

12. WfRRRTf RTOR fftpR WTPR PTTRTtRR fftiftf , 

(RTPppR ftfpRR ) , TOft^pR, 

RfTR- 2 1 , 


(p) lip RTWTp, TPTPR, PPPiRP TO WTO pftRR p 
Vi pp ftRT Tftrcx, pTffPi{T TO WTO tortpr 
*Pt RPTO pPTR RRRr TO RRp 3RWTOP %RT | 


13, RfRHRTO RITR fftPR WTPR pRRfftlTR ftlPPl, 

(pftftp ftfpTOT), RTp kft 
HftRR Tft, fTpTJTR, RITR I 
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2 6. !rf7«n»TT 

27. 4tiT 

28 WirTTOR 


I 2 

3 

4 

1 2 

3 

i4. itRrrtt 

95R 


29. 'rfa-WW SRITT 


<l’f*r*T ‘IjkhHvm 

TITTWr 



Om, hHt- 

uTi^ri , ■he iti i 



is- TrirfTflrR 

iurnT 

ifTIRDTOT WRtblR Rlfodf. 





^sf vvjT T d, p?T^ 

tTf, <fte, 

30. WflRW RWRT 

TRTT1T 



TOT'S 1- 



16- 

lJP!rf 

'ffHTsT VI ^Tt^r’l 





(mtffen fjfrrR) frvmit 
^tstt?i % r»i *t>£, ^nrm, 

31. TfWR RTTW 




»T*^t-3 1 



17. 


tf^flT WRIT THTTrtTR flTo, 

3 2. TftRTTTTW 

2 4 WTiRT 



(wr^fdir frRriR), im ttt 
trt r TrrR ^ Trot, ?r^, 
TrrT>ffrT tr, jtrt-7 4 



18- H^rtTS^ 

ijwrf 

rfruT wm ■RTrrbiR Wirt, 

33. wronr 

iTl^Tfr 



(wr^RR frfrTT), itrrfr 
^TTT % TTR^r, 





1 5. 

3 4 fw^TT 

wirt' 

1 9. ’TlirTTTlCJ 


TfUR WTW’TmftvR Wo^T, 
(r'Srt frrw3R), TnPT^rjr 
TtTRrRr tTt, 5r i 

35 . WTRsrtrr 

wrim 

20. irjrn:! 1 ^ 

*rwt 

?fTtTT WRIT RR'frtlTT firRr&r, 





i^fTrriTrT rTth, wRTr- 

irTTTti, 2 9 



21- IRfaf! 


jf^R wpot TTfFfr^urT f*rfwTT, 

3 6- 

ijfftTfrftw 



(wr^fanr RtPcrt), mnrt 

TtT, TtR TT Wo 3, TTRk- 
2 ^ 



2 2. H’rfTT 

¥'T4t>T 

^fifiTT TTTiT Ti-nrfr^lirT PtFOTT, 

3 7. wiW 

VdV 



ItfalTTR WlfFT ^TR, RWwVt 

irwTTti, anrak i 



23- FRRIT^IT ' 

IjRnrtT 

tHttw wrw TUrTr^fTT fwPrir, 

38- OKI 

^iTvtfV^mTT 



irf^TTtR ^JJfT^r F^TR, iT9^T 

trimti, frrruTT i 



2 4. 'i^TT 


TflRT WRIT twr^tr firfwjr, 

3 9. RfR 

wwwK. 


WRlTT 

TTFrjT 

WTW'JT 


( wrff few fr^TjR), 

^sr Tbr tTw, 4P57HX i 

tfVww WRW 'tnTTt^ni fT°, 
(jrrtffeirfs^farT), wwwi^rt, 
w«tftt fr TRife i 

Tfl3R v RM T>T f tV^IT fef P^fe Y. 

(wrvfen' frwfeH), fjpnr i 

WRW WfR'lftvR f'l 1*1 i-s , 
( h r^Tri-'i fWi ^ h 1'i J , 

v r*i 7 i 

jfiFR HW6 ’FTFf ltTR ftrftfer, 
(WT^feir frfrsR), WW|*lR, 
trtt! i 


TfTFR v 1 m 'i T.i v-PKvm W<fe», 

( WlfTc'.'l feTRT ) t TRT 1 ? 

irfiRTR ipj;6r tItr, kw 

Rrwffe mwr i 

tfinR wm wrn TUnR fcrfrfeT, 
(wiwffew WIrr) wTChnw 
jrRTiirwwr, nw TTtrrcirft, 
ftprr fnrfi i 

*fWr writ ^Tim'ivFf firfifen, 
( wroffew finftjR), wijiirjT 
TRTT^YFW, qfilTR SRT6T I 

TfoR *RRT «6mrtuR fFrfrfew, 
(wwfeir fwwWr). nr-WR 
TTRlfew-W, 1 IT N i flTl-WWT, 
2 4 TFRT, TfiRW IfWTW I 

jfsrR WTW "inTqt^R ferfifeY, 
(wniffer fr^'m), ifnjfer 
SFOTWr, I 

TfiFR «wr WTrqTWPR ferfjrtr, 

(HFiffjPT fawfeR), OTRT 
IRfRT^niR, TSRT 1 

'TTCfftzr famr Wott, 

(RRoR w), «iVqT faWR 
WT, tTRTT-H. 

WTTjftw W Rfr Mwihr, 
(frm try), ^liWtfTR 
srffpiOTR, TfFTtw 

TfrWT, iJwWrfrT-4 

WTWlftJT W f>RW Wife*, 

(ftRJR Trw), TffeRJT, 
YTWRT TrVTlW'Tf, OTWT I 

wT^far far tor frrfwtr, 
(fjRflR lj»), JTIWtfWlTT, 
ift-TT I 

wrcfVw ?Tw Rrh Wwir, 
(fwwTwfy), wfeirksrfwissR, 
wwTfe: i 

Tt falR ffefjfey, 
fRirEROw wfa: ttir hur 
fTWtTR, wtr y fr F^TR , 
wtwpjt, wrtjt i 

WJtWWTTi JTFR 

rwwrwSr jf y R 5Ptr §rt wrtrtt?! wr Jr, «RfrfV 
'Y ^ 'nrifr itftr tt w^rf i 6Frr Jf ffr fftt i ?r«rTfir 
’TfT TTlfnlfT felT ^TRT (T RfT fsf^ q-p?:lT^rf?Rff if !R7.?JT% Hr! tjr 
* 7 ir Y 31RT «fV >T# «fr, ^ FT<fr =FFfWiTR | T TTTTRl 
Y i Tf vfr srtPir ferr irRr % fV vm* 

y >r^fr frffv vfr «rfR % %r th star sT^pfr i 

[^fo r^To 3801 7/5/76-1^0 WTfo] 


4 0. -jn < SRtt 


fiRJT ’ 
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New Delhi, the 16th February, 1978 

S O- 660— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 87 
of the Employees' State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), and 
in continuation of the notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour No, S.O. 795 dated the 23rd February, 
1977, S.O, 2785 dated the 18th August, 1977 and S.O. 3353 
dated 18th September, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
exempts the factories, specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
belonging to the Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Bombay, from 
the operation of the said Act for a further period with effect from 
31st August, 1977 upto and inclusive of the 30th June, 1978. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following condi- 
tions, namely : — 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in respect 
of the period during which that factory was subject to the oper- 
ation of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as the said period), 
such returns in such form containing such particulars as were 
due from it in respect of the said period under the Employees’ 
State Insurance (General) Regulation, 1950; 

(2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of Section 45 of the said Act, or other Official 
of the Corporation authorised in this behalf shall, for the pur- 
poses of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return sub- 
mitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for the said 
period; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were main- 
tained a&required by the Employees* State Insurance 
(General) Regulations, 1950 for the said period; or 

(lii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 
entitled to benefits provided by the employer in cash and 
kind being benefits in consideration of which exemption 
is being granted under this notification; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act 
has been complied with during the period when such 
provisions were in force in relation to the said factory ; 
be empowered to — 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to furnish 
to him such information as he may consider necessary; 
or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other premises 
occupied by such principal or Immediate employer at 
any reasonable time and require any person found in- 
charge thereof to produce to such Inspector or other 
Official and allow him to examine such accounts, books 
and other documents relating to the employment of 
persons and payment of wages or to furnish to him such 
information as he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his 
agent or servant, or any person found in such factory, 
establishment, office or other promises, or any person 
whom the said Inspector or other official has reasonable 
cause to believe to have been an employee; or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 
account book or other document maintained in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises, 


SCHEDULE 


S. Name of the 
No. State or 
Union 
Territory 

Name of 
Area 

Name of factory 

] 2 

3 

4 

1 . Andhra 

Pradesh 

Visakha- 

patnam-I 

Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited (Marketing 

Division), Post Box No. 54, 
Malkapuram Installation, 
Visakhapatnam-1. 

2. Andhra 

Pradesh 

Secundera- 

bad 

Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 
ted (Marketing Division), 
Post Box No. 1634, RRC 
Ground, Secunderabad. 

3. Andhra 

Pradesh 

Vijayawada 

Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 
ted, (Marketing Division), 
Station Road, Vijaya- 
wada. 

4. Andhra 

Pradesh 

Secundera- 

bad-14. 

Indian Oil Corporation Li- 
mited, Aviation Fuel Sta- 
tion, Post Office Hakim- 
pet Air Force Station, 
Secumlerabad-14. 

5. Delhi 

Delhi 

Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. 
(Marketing Division), 

L-P.G. Bottling Plant, 
Shakurbnsti, Delhi -26. 

6. Delhi 

Delhi 

Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited, (Marketing 

Division), Opposite Slvaji 
Park, Shakur basti, 

Dclhi-26. 

7. Delhi 

Delhi 

Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, Aviation Fuel 
Station, Sadar Bazar Road, 
Near More line, Palam, 
Delhi Cantt.-lO. 

8, Kerala 

Cochin 

Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited, (Marketing Di- 
vision), Post Box No. 535. 
Willington Island, Harbour 
Road, Cochin-3. 

9. Kerala 

Cochin 

Indian Oil Corporation 


Limited (Marketing Di- 
vision), Cochin Refinery), 
Installation, Post Box. 
No. 8, Tripunithura, Via 
Cochin. 

10. Kerala Cochin Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing 

Division), Karshaka Road 
Post Bag 1759. Emakulam, 
Cockin-6. 

11. Tamil Nadu Madras Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing Di- 
vision), Ernovc High 
Road, Madras. 
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12. Tamil Nadu Madras Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing Di- 
vision), Korukupet 

Madras. 21 

13. Tamil Nadu Madras Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited. (Marketing Di- 
vision), North Railway 
Terminus Road, Roya- 
puram, Madras. 

14. Tamil Nadu Madras Indian Oil Corporation Li- 

mited, Aviation Fuel Sta- 
tion, Mccnanbakkam Air- 
port, Madras, 

15. Tamil Nadu Madras Indian Oil Corporation Li- 

mited, Tube Blending Plant, 
Hnncre High Road, Teni- 
arpet Tiruvethiyur Post, 
Madras-81 . 

16. Maharashtra Bombay Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing 

Division), Near Govern- 
ment Food Grains Godowns 
Wadala, Bombny-31. 

17. Maharashtra Bombay Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing Divi- 
sion), Near Tata Thermal 
Power Plant, Trombay, 
Corridor Road, 13ombay-74. 

18. Maharashtra Bombay Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing Divi- 
sion), Opposite Sewaree 
Railway Station, Bombay-15, 

19. Maharashtra Poona Indian Oil Corporation 

Limitod (Marketing Divi- 
sion), Rajbahadur Motilal 
Division), Road, Poona. 

20. Maharashtra Bombay Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, Aviation Fuel 
Station, Santa C.'ruze Air- 
port, Bombay-29. 

21. Karnataka Bangalore Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, (Marketing Divi- 
sion), Nagadi Road Post 
Bag No. 3. Bangalorc-23. 

22. Karnataka Bangalore Indian Oil Corporation 

Limited, Aviation Fuel 
Stalion. Bangalore Airport, 
Bangalore. 

23. Andhra Hyderabad Indian Oil Corporation 

Pradesh Limited, Aviation Fuel 

Station, Begumpel Airport, 
Hyderabad. 

24. Punjab Jullundur Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Railway Goods Shed Road, 
Jullundur. 

25. Maryana Ambala Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

Cantonment ted, (Marketing Division), 
Bulk Centre, Ambala 
Cantonment, 


26. Haryana Hissar Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Hissar, 

27. Uttar Pradesh Kanpur Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Armapore, Kanpur. 

28. Maharashtra Nagpur Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division) 
Moti Bag, Nagpur. 

29. West Bengal Calcutta Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Dum Dum Aviation Fuel 
Station, Dum-Dum Air- 
port, Calcutta. 

30. West Bengal Calcutta Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Mourigram Installations, 
Post Office, Radhadasi, 
District, Howrah. 

31. West Bengal Paharpur Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Paharpur Installations, 
West Bengal. 

32. West Bengal 24 parganas Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Budge Budge Installations, 
Post Office Budge Budge, 
24 Parganas, West 
Bengal. 

33. Assam Gauhati Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Gauhati Installation, 
Gauhati. 

34. Bihar Patna Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted (Marketing Division), 
Patna Installation, Patna. 

35. Uttar Pradesh Agra Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Kheria Air Field, Agra-8. 

36. Kerala Tuticorin Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Tuticorin Installations, 
Harbour Project Premises, 
Tuticorin-4. 

37. Orissa Cuttack Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Shikapore, P.O. Chauli- 
ganj, Cuttack. 

38. Goa Vasco-de- Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

Gania ted, (Marketing Division), 
Vasco-de-Gama, Goa. 

39. Karnataka Mangalore Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Marketing Division), 
Mangalore Installations, 
Mangalore. 

40. Uttar Pradesh Kanpur Indian Oil Corporation Limi- 

ted, (Refineries and Pipe 
lines Division), Kanpur l 
Station, Armapur, Kanpur. 
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EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemption in this case, as the processing of the proposal for 
exemption took time. However, it is certified that the conditions 
under which the factory was initially granted exemption still 
persist and the factory is eligible for exemption. It is also certi- 
fied that the grant of exemption with retrospective effect will not 
affect the interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S.38017/5/76-HI] 
17 1978 

stT» eel. — -jRftq imrn;, qnhrrft rmr wfaNrarq, 

1948 ( 1 948 «PT 34) StriT 87 IW STW UlfTPft ET Spftq 
tmt jTi xrk etet roil % *n t wnt xrfff^rrr ?to 
Tfo XtTo 3832 TrfNt 9 'EERT, 1 977 % SEjirq Jr ^fyt pr 
xrrqtT 0t#foTrr farfaty rft- 6 s 41 ° tft° xttto jivmh tN, qtrtgq 
•rpwt, uri: wfNqq xtwt « 4 fVq NrfwJr qfTqtjTR', ^r^-74 

8>t ITT. fty [^1 efts % 9 871 -T It 1 a-iq ci, 1 9 7 8 It 3 0 ajq, 1978 
tlT f'SETif tf?t faq vft trfrrrriTO' | l(h XPtfff £ fair V { Z 

fcjft | I 

2 . ^ qJt fn t- -T f if :-~ 

( 1 ) T7E 'PTT?IT% S0T ftpfUnft, Tit Xtqftf iTTtftr fNq% 
qknr tit qrmrEt qq th; srftrTm uqtrqEt «rr (Nrlr wqJr wtNr 
mrrrtt; Ntr nxrfa’ ttjt thtt ?t), NqtNrqt, tr^r q*q Jr xrN 
rtfft Nfvrfeqf qftrtr %trr aft *prfsrtft yror qNrr (rthtrt) 
fqfmEt, i 9 s o % xttfrq Tit Tm sraftt 8?r twt qfft «ft; 

( 2 ) fqqq jRt Tttt trfsrftftpt JJt trm 4 5 tft tPTEmt ( 1 ) 

% xttfEr ftpffK ferr rptr «trrf frftw, tt faRt tr wtr faNm 
SrtffeTff Ttf XER REEft -- 

(i) trra 44 qft ttsext ( 1 ) Jr xnfEr, ttw xErfxr qft wtst-t 
4 t ht farft fqqNft qftfqfwfNqt qfr wifim T?it Jr 
jpfrTTN ; qr 

(ii) q?[ xrfaNnRvt <FEt % srtfhsptrxf Nr w>Nmfr ttw TbtT 
(trmm) Ww, 1950 arm <m xNfwtr tNptt 
qYr xjfqNtr frr, wi xrarfV Jrfbrtt rtf J 1 qr Rjit, 
tfT 

(iii) qf xtf’RfffN'rff xmr % rntNEmf ft? Rfarfr, fRfNiqr 
irtr faq rt tt qrrqxf 8 ft, NruJr qfwqRRq w 
XtNr^qR Jr Trsfnr ft 81 lift imr Jr xftr 
tpj ifnr if Tt^r *ft sntr ptr | trt Tuft; trr 

(iv) stir xrfVr'tpHfl thTt % sptNptw NrTirxEifij % fVerr, 
rsp 4 TR 8 rtWEt RRVU if xrftrftpPT 

st^ti fr^t TTsfsff xpjtt*et fw wr «rr 

trr ; 

fivusFffijfT ttpf xmr % Npt wet ^tPrr 

(<rr) trupt tt waNt fRtfNrr Jr wn Nr 

frsff rsTFTXrRt 4 Nrtt TTfttE NftaPP RT fPT mEJlft 
xrrwrr WKin rt 

(nr) stunt Tt xpmt fTtYw % trfEPfNTal'iT Nift 

^ tr ^ TT d , wte, tetNet trr i et tNtr ir Nnfi ift tLtt 

TO Tf OT TtRl xftr TR% STEfft it TJ xNwi XnTTT 

Nrtt^ xtrNwt % FnfNrT xfk wjft % tetpt it tNftpr 


^Jr Jwt, w%tt (ftr ir lETrNrjr, i?Jr Nrftw m xer 
twft ttw !tf 5 tr wt tftr T?rxft qTtstT ?, 
m ^ift TEmft 4 NtJr <f trrtm eeh^ f; qr 

(h) tfu [6 qT v -<j s Nn fiptfa vr ^t, tipp ENmttqr ttqqrqfr, 
qr TJr Nnft *q-fffi qft aft ^Jt qrrtxrN, rteet, ■nqNrq' 
qr w tNir Jr tw rsmt, ^rr ^Jr Nnft wr% qft NrtNr 
rN it tie fqftnrqr qT tR mrsrft f: inr if fwra 
fRfr qrr ttir § far qnNrrtt Tftqn qrErt; 

qr 

(r) i^tt 'FrrrqrN, rret, *frrqfRq qt tEq - qfTtrt Jr vs qir 
N.d"i tNi ee v, Jf^Rltt qr XEq v/n I s TT qit 7 7 . '4 ^qTT 
fmiT qT Ttttt q^STVl JtffT I 

•qttwttw upet 

we eeNt Jr 'jwfqwt stw Jr 'qz ^ft Emqqr tfr nT wtNr 

Jr faff stiet xrr^iET iw TrTfqrt qr »er w i tTHTN, q^ 
tetNet Nri qrRr % ft? Net qNfNrNxrf ir urnwrit qft mrw 
Jr yz 4t qf «ft 4 xnfr 4t Nrtrqrq ^ tfn qrmffETT qrr qpt 
^ 1 q? »fr tEtTfiqq fwr xtirr | fT gqtqaft ter Jr ^ Jet Jt 
fqpft Jr %?r qr qfwit rept qff qfqr i 

[r» trq- 38014 / 34 / 77 -Nqo xnfo] 
npio rto e^wepet, qq wfVq 


New Delhi, the 17th February, 1978 

S.O, 661. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 88 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 
(34 of 1948) and in continuation of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 
3832 dated the 9th November, 1977, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby exempts Indian Oil Blending Limited, P. 68, 
C.C.R. Diversion Road, Paharpur Calcutta and Indian Oil 
Blending Limited, Pir Rau Trombay, Bombav-74, from the 
operation of the said Act for a further period with effect 
from the 1st January, 1978 upto and inclusive of the 30th 
June, 1978. 

2, The above exemption is subject to the following condi- 
tions, anmely : — - 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in res- 
pect of the period during which that factory was subject 
to the operation of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as 
the said period), such returns in such form and containing 
such particulars as were due from it in respect of the said 
period under the Employees’ State Insurance (General) 
Regulations, 1950 ; 

(2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or other 
Official of the Corporation authorised in this behalf shall, 
for the purposes of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any, return 
submitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for 
the said period ; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were 
maintained as required by the Employees State 
Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for the said 
period ; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 
entitled to benefits provided by the employer in cash 
each and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under this notifi- 
cation ; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 
Act has been complied with during the period when 



673 


[fTFl LI — w 1 * 3(ii)] ^ 


such provisions were in force in relation to the 
said factory ; 
be empowered to — ■ 

(u) require the principal or immediate employer to fur- 
nish to him such information as he may consider 
necessary ; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other 
premises occupied by such principal or immediate 
employer at any reasonable time and require any 
person found incharge thereof to produce to such 
Inspector or other official and allow him to examine 
such accounts, books and other documents rc'jting 
to the employment of persons and payment of 
wages or to furnish to him such information as he 
may consider necessary ; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his 
agent or servant, or any person found in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises, or 
any person whom the said Inspector or other official 
has reasonable cause to believe to have betn an 
employee ; or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 
account book or other document maintained in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective eifect to 
the exemption in this case, as the processing of the applica- 
tion for exemption too time. However, it is certified that 
the conditions under which the factory was initially granted 
exemptions till persist and the factory is eligible for exemp- 
tion. It is also certified that the grant of exemption with 
retrospective effect will not affect the interest of anybody 
adversely, 

[No. S. 38014/34/77-H1J 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

New Oelhi, the 14th February, 1978 

S.O. 662.— -In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Diamond Mining Project of M/s. National 
Minerals Development Corporation, Panna and their work- 
men. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, 

JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Ca.e No. CGIT/LC(R)(56) of 1975 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of Diamond 
Mining Project of Messrs. National Minerals Deve- 
lopment Corporation Limited Panna and their work- 
men Shri Rolstan John, Mechanic -cum-operator. 
Grade III, Majhagawan resident of WZ-366 Siri 
Nngar, Shakoor Basti, Delhi-34. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Management — Shri P, S. Nair, Advocate. 

For Workman— Shri K. L. Raj, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Diamond Mine DISTRICT : Ponna (M.P.). 

Dated: 19th December, 1977 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide its order No. L-29011/85/ 
75/DIIl/B dated the 30th October 1975 for the adjudication 
of the following industrial dispute : 

“Whether the Management of Diamond Mining Project of 
M/s. National Mineral Developmeht Corporation 
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Ltd., Panna, is justified in terminating the servico 
of their employee, Sri Rolstan John,, Mechanic-cum- 
operator, Grade III Majhagawan with effect from 
the 30th July 1974 7 

If not, to what relief is the workman entitled 

2. The undisputed facts of the case are that after the 
expiry of leave from 23rd to 29th July 1974 the workman 
failed to join back his duties on 30th of the month. No ap- 
plication or telegram for extension of leave was sent opto 
that date by him from Delhi where he remained during the 
sanctioned leave period. On 9-8-1974 the management treated 
his continued unauthorised absence as abandonment result- 
ing in ‘automatic termination of his lien to his appointment’ 
and an order to that effect was passed. He raised the dispute 
before conciliation officer when the management turned a deaf 
ear to his oral and written representations and on failure of 
conciliation the present reference was made. 

3. Workmen's case is that as his mother’s condition 
suddenly deteriorated and there was nobody to look after 
her at Delhi he had to overstay. He sent an application for 
extension of leave upto 6-8-1974 by post on 2-8-1974. He 
came back to Majhkawan and joined his duties on 7-8-1974 
and worked on that day as well as on 8-8-1974. However on 
8-8-1974 at 2.30 P.M. E.E. (M) advised him to contact A.O. 
at Panna office. On 9-8-1974 when he again went to his duty 
he was again asked to go and see A.O. at Panna office. He 
went there. A.O. however told him that he had not called 
him and the workman returned back but by that time E.E.(M) 
had left hence he reported the fact to the Foreman (M). 
When next day on 10th he went to the E.E.(M) he was not 
taken on duty. He told that he was under instructions restrai- 
ned from allowing him on duty. In the eventing when approa- 
ched through the Union the Mines Manager gave it in writing 
that he was not taken on duty as he lost the lien because of 
his absence. 

4. All this action is alleged to be illegal and malafide be- 
cause he had in the past agitated for his promotion when 
another less qualified outsider had been given the senior 
post ignoring his claim. The annoyed management started 
marking him absent even when he was working and he was 
charge sheeted for such manipulated long absence. But he 
contested it and ultimately the charges were withdrawn. The 
application for extension of leave was received and sanc- 
tioned by the Management. The clause relating to abandon- 
ment of service appearing in the standing orders did not apply 
to the facts of his case. The termination of service done in 
this manner was illegal and malafide. Since that date he is 
neither doing any business nor is he in any service hence 
reinstatement with full back wages has been claimed. 

5. Management has while denying all the above allega- 
tions of the workman has alleged a Ions and consistent history 
of his similar absentlsm. He is alleged to have subsequently 
made wild false, allegations against the then General Mana- 
ger Sri Upadhyay and has thus forfleted confidence more so 
because in a subsequent police report it was discovered that 
Shri Rolston John’s name figured amongst the suspects in a 
diamond theft case investigation. Reinstatement in any case 
is opposed on the ground of loss of confidence. 

6. The reference is alleged to be bad because Section 
2-A of the Industrial Disputes Act does not apply to a case 
of automatic termination. A workman has no right to sponsor 
his own dispute as and industrial dispute. No union has 
sponsored it. Hence in the absence of a properly raised in- 
dustrial dispute the reference is alleged to be bad and not 
maintainable. Though this point was answered in favour of 
the validity of the reference in the Award given on 19-8-76 
yet it has to be decided afresh in view of that Award being 
quashed as a whole by the High Court, which has directed 
this Tribunal to decide all points afresh. The weight of evi- 
dence produced afer the remand and the facts proved have 
now materially changed the situation and have therefore mate- 
rially affected the result. 

7. Clause 24(e) of Standing Orders runs as follows : 

“Tf a workman remains absent beyond the period of 
leave originally granted or subsequently extended be 
shall lose lien on his appointment unless : — 

(i) he returns within 10 days of expiry of his leave 
and 
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(il) explains to the satisfaction of the Management his 
inability lo return on the expiry of his leave." 

In National Engineering Industry Ltd. Vs. Hanuman 2 
SC'LJ 1037 the workman similarly overstayed his sanctioned 
leave and did not return within 10 days, The standing order 
provided that the absence for more than the specified period 
would result in the worker losing his lien on the appoint- 
ment. The Supreme Court held that on the happening of the 
contingency i.e. on the expiry of the statutory period the 
service stood automatically terminated and such automatic 
termination would not mean termination of the service by the 
management hence such automatic termination would not 
mean contravention of the provisions of Section 33 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. On the same analogy it is argued 
that the automatic termination of the service within the mean- 
ing of the similarly worded clause 24(e) of Standing Orders 
would not mean termination of service by the Management 
and as such the workman will have no right to raise the dis- 
pute under section 2 a of the Industrial Disputes Act which 
contemplates termination at the instance of the Management. 
It follows according to this argument that no industrial dis- 
put came into existence and the reference was void on that 
account. 

8, In that case Supreme Court approved the decision in 
Chanda Bai Uma Vs, the Elephant Oil Mills Ltd. 1951 (I) 
LLJ 370 where the provision was almost exactly similar as 
in the present case that the worker would lose his appointment 
unless he returned within 8 days and gave explanation to 
the satisfaction of the authority. The Supreme Court held 
that the phrase ‘losing lien on his appointment’ and ‘losing 
the appointment’ are synonymous and carry the same mean- 
ing. It follows on the application of the view expressed in 
the above case that if In the present case the workman dtd 
not return within 10 days or even If he returned within that 
period but did not or could not submit an explanation to 
the satisfaction of the Management, his service would stand 
automatically terminated. 

9. As for the return of Shrl Rolstan John within 10 days 
of the expiry of sanctioned leave the facts proved on the 
record may be analysed as follows. It is true that the Man- 
agement at first took the plea that even his leave for the 
period from 23rd to 29th July 1974 was never sanctioned. 
However subsequently it admitted that the leave was sanc- 
tioned. This change In the stand may speak of management's 
intentions but so fur as factual position is concerned it now 
emerges as an admitted fact that the leave for that period 
was sanctioned. This position in any case is more favourable 
to the employee than the position that even that leave was 
never sanctioned. 

10. After that sanctioned leave the workman was to join 
his duty at Majhgavan on 30th July, 1974. He says that he 
came and joined his duty on the 7th August 1974 i.e. he 
reached back to the duty point on the 9th day. The atten- 
dance register of the 7th August, 1974 shows the mark ‘A’ 
but on seeing through a convex lense it becomes obvious 
that at that place some other letter or figure was first writ- 
ten. It was then subsequently erased and then ‘A’ mark was 
put. On that account the paper at that place has become thin 
and rough leaving some ink marks of the rubbed out letter 
or figure and the writing of letter ‘A’ has thus appeared in 
deeper ink. This indicates that perhaps Sri Rolstan John ap- 
peared on duty on the 7th August 1974 and was at first mar- 
ked accordingly but then the management manipulated the 
absent mark after erasure of the earlier entry, This was a 
dishonest act of the management as it had at fir/* taken the 
dishonest plea that leave for the period from 23rd to 29th 
July 1974 was not sanctioned. There are no words strong 
enough to condemn the taking of this sort of dishonest 
plea and tempering with the attendance record specially when 
the industry is a public sector organisation. In fact neither 
that tempering with the record nor the raising of the false 
plea was necessary in this case. They are simply the acts 
of indiscreet foolishness arising out of nervousness. No other 
workman in such an organisation where the management is 
so bitterly pitted against a workman, can dare to stand in 
the witness box for supporting his plea that he had nnpeared 
on 7th August 1974, Hence I am Inclined to believe the 
solitary oral statement of Sri Rolstan John that he infact 
reported for duty on 7th August 1974. I believe him In this 
respect because of the erasures etc. as discussed above even 
though Sri Rolstan lohn has also told blatant lies and raised 


false pleas In other respects. The management witnesses are 
disbelieved on this point for the aforesaid reasons. 

11- This proof may fulfil only one of the two condi- 
tions contemplated in Rule 24(e) of Standing Orders. It 
was further incumbent on ihe employee to explain to the 
satisfaction of the management about his inability to return 
on the expiry of his leave i.e. on 30th July 1974, I am of 
the view that Sri Rolstan John has miserably failed in that 
respect. It is alleged that he had sent an application for ex- 
tension of leave from Delhi, tinder certificate of posting. The 
receipt of certificate of posting dated 2-8-1974 has been 
filed. It is Ex. W-33. The leave expired on 29th July hence 
for joining his duty at Majhgawan about 500 Kms. away from 
there, it was necessary for him to leave Delhi on 29th by 
noon at the latest. Thus it was on 29th evening that he should 
have taken a decision about applying for extension of leave. 
No application was sent on that day and no reason has been 
given as to why application for extension was not sent on 
that day or even on the following day i.e. on 30th July, 1974. 

12. Then even if it is believed that he sent such an ap- 
plication for extension of leave on, 2-8-1974, which according 
to the management was never received the leave application 
mentioned, as per pleadings of the workman, that the exten- 
sion of leave was sought due to Ihe fact that his mother’s 
condition suddenly deteriorated. This was obviously a false 
plea because as admitted by the workman in the rejoinder 
and as proved by Dr, P. K. Sharma, M.VV.3 that Mrs. Leeln- 
wati John mother of Sri Rolstan John workman, who was a 
Lady Health Visitor at Maternity and Child Welfare Centre, 
Shakurbasti, Delhi, did join her duties on the 30lh July 1974. 
This means that she must hove recovered of her ailment, if 
any, on 29th July 1974 so that she was fit to join her duty 
next day. Dr. Sharma has stated that she wns on duty not 
only on 30th July 1974 but from that day oownrds she con- 
tinued to attend her duty everyday till fi.'h August 1974, 
Under the circumstances the plea of her sudden deterioration 
of condition as the reason for extension of leave was false 
and no management can he held to be satisfied by such a 
false plea about the continued absence after the expiry of 
leave. It is thus clear that even though it is believed that Sri 
Rolstan John fnight have reported for duty within 10 days of 
the expiry of sanctioned leave yet he could not and in fact 
did not satisfy the management of his inability to attend on 
the expiry of the said sanctioned leave. This as discussed 
above brought his case squarely within the mischief of clause 
24(e) of the Standing Orders and his service terminated au- 
tomatically. 

13. The standing orders do contain an alternate provision 
that long absence is a misconduct for which the punishment 
of termination of service can be awarded only after framing 
the charge and after holding regular enquiry. According to 
the view expressed in National Engineering Industries Vs. 
Hanuman existence of such an alternate provision does not 
operate against automatic termination of service on the hap- 
pening of the contingency contemplated in clause 24(e) unless 
‘it is shown that retort to one particular provision was due 
to mala fide’, In K. S. Bansa) Vs. Indian Air Lines (Delhi), 
1977 SLJ 385 Delhi High Court relied on Jubbulpore Elec- 
tric Supply Co. Vs. Sambhu Prasad AIR 1966 S. C. 1288 
(1291) and held that in case of existence of such alternate 
provisions the choice rests with the management to take action 
under one or the other of the provisions and the same can- 
not be challenged unless malafides are alleged and proved 
showing that action under one and not the other was only a 
colourable exercise of power. No such colourable exercise 
of power can be presumed simply because the management 
resorted to one of the two alternate courses onen to it, as 
was held in Tata Engineering and Locomotive Co. Vs, Prasad 
1969(2) LIT 799 S. C. In the present case neither the written 
statement of the workman nor the rejoinder raises any such 
pica that the management resorted to clause 24(c) instead of 
treating overstayal as misconduct because of mala tides. There 
is therefore no need to go into that question. Sufficient to 
say that whereas the pleaded mala tides onlv two in number, 
one relating to the annovance arising out of some represen- 
tation made against posting an outsider to a senior post over- 
looking the claim of Sri Rolstan John and the other making 
him absent falsely in April 1974 and charge sheeting him for 
the same, have not been nroved, the evidence on impleaded 
mala tides can hardlv be looked into. Moreover the conducts, 
complaints and suspicions arising after the automatic ternrtna . 
tion which are either not proved by cogent evidence or proved 
to be utterly false can at best be the consequence of such 
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termination when the parties came down to personal mud- 
slinging they cannot and do not indicate malice as cause of 
the said termination for which it should have existed prior 
to it. Resorting to one of the two alternate provisions i.e. to the 
provision relating to automatic termination cannot therefore 
be questioned as mala fide and colourable exercise of power. 


to convert the 19 concerned applicants from wagon loaders 
to miners with effect from 27-1-76. Ext M-2 is the memo- 
randum of settlement incorporating the above term as well 
as the agreement that the period of absence from 27-1-76 
to 25-5-76 shall be treated as leave without pay, but those 
whose earned leave was due would get their leave wages. 


14. Thus it was a case of automatic termination of ser- 
vice under clause 24(e) of Standing Orders to the act of 
employee himself hence it was not a termination of service 
by the management and as such it was not a termination 
falling under Sec, 2A of the Industrial Disputes Act. The 
workman therefore could not raise the industrial dispute and 
no union has sponsored it. Thus the dispute of termination 
remained only an individual dispute, In the absence of the 
existence of a factual or even notional industrial dispute the 
Government of India was not competent to make the present 
reference and it deserves to be rejected on this ground. 
Award is given accordingly. 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-29011/85 /75-D-ITI.B.] 
JAGDISH PRASAD, Under Secy. 


S.O. 663. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the applica- 
tion under Section 33A made by 19 workmen of Bhowra 
Colliery of Bharat Coking Coal Limited, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 10th February, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRTBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Complaint Case No. 2 of 1976 

PARTIES : 

Mohammad Mia and 18 others, Wagon Loaders of 
Bhowra Colliery (North) represented by Rashtriya 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad — Applicants. 

Vs. 

Shri C. K. V. N. Rao, Superintendent, Bhowra Colliery 
(North), Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. Bhowra. 
DIstt. Dhanbad and two others — Opp. Parties. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Applicants — Shri P. K. Bose, 

For Non-Applicants — Shri B. loshi, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Coal STATE : Bihar 


Dated: the 2nd February, 1978 


4. Copy of the settlement has been submitted here and 
it contains the thumb impressions of all the concerned appli- 
cants and Md. Hafiz Ansari, Asstt. Secretary representing 
the union, Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh has put his 
signature. On behalf of the management Shri C. K. V. N. 
Rao and Shri B, D. Singh have also signed. 

5. From the record it appears that Shri P. K. Bose who 
was authorised to represent the applicants in the case objec- 
ted to this settlement, probably because he was not consulted 
and the Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh as well as the 
workmen entered Into the settlement. The terms of settle- 
ment are advantageous to them and therefore Shri Bose 
should not have objected to it. But on his account the matter 
was prolonged for sometime and notices were issued to all 
the 19 applicants of whom only Lakhan Rai and Abbas Mia 
received the same personally and signed on the back and 
others refused to receive the same. MW-1 is a Peon who 
had taken the notice to them and his report is Ext. M-l. 
The endorsement on the back of the notices are Ext. M-l/1 
to M-l/18. 

6. Inspite of the notice the concerned workmen did not 
appear in Court probably because they were satisfied with 
the terms of settlement and had no grievance on any score. 
MW-2 the Senior Personnel Officer who is one of the signa- 
tories to the settlement has deposed and has stated that 
the complainants were represented by Sri Md. Hafiz Ansari, 
Asstt. Secretary, Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh who 
signed in his presence. He has been cross-examined by 
Shri Bose but the same will indicate that there is nothing 
therein by which the genuineness of the settlement can be 
doubted. 

7. As the position stands, I am of opinion that the settle- 
ment is advantageous to the applicants and no useful pur- 
pose will be served by proceeding with this application. 
Accordingly the same is disposed of in terms of the settle- 
ment which will form part of the award. 

This is my award. 

S, R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 


FORM ’H’ 

(See Rule 58) 

Form for memorandum of Settlement 
Name of Parties: — 

Representing employer Representing Workmen 


AWARD 

This is an application U/S 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, by 19 workmen of Bhowra Colliery (North) 
represented by the Rashtriya Colliei^ Mazdoor Sangh and 
prayer is to hold that the opp. parties are not justified in 
causing change of service conditions of tho concerned 19 
applicants nor justified in terminating their services and to 
reinstate them with full wages and other emoluments from 
the date of stoppage from duty. 

2. On behalf of the opp. parties it is said that there is 

no change in the service condition of the concerned work- 
men causing any prejudice to them. In fact a notice of 
change U/S 9-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 was 
served upon them as the management had been facing diffi- 
culties in providing full employment even to permanent wagon 
loaders due to erratic ana short supply of railway wagons. 
Accordingly the prayer is to dismiss the complaint peti- 
tion. ' 

3. It appears that on 21-9-76 there was a discussion bet- 
ween Shri S. B. Khawas, Secretary, Rashtriya Colliery Maz- 
door Sangh and Superintendent, Bhowra North and Shri 
B. D. Singh, Personnel Officer, Bhowra and it was decided 
324 GI/77 — 8 


1. Sri, C.K.V.N. Rao 

Superintendent 


2. Shri. B.D. Singh, 
Personnel Officer, 


1 . RCMS Represented by 
Sri Md. Hafiz Ansari, 
Asstt. Secretary. 

2. Ma*iammad Mia, 

3. Shri Abash Mia, 

4. Shri Alima Mia, 

5. Shri Sobfan Bhuia, 

6. Shri Mahablr Roy, 

7. Shri Lakhan Roy, 

8. Shri Pati Rajwar, 

9. Shri Kista Rajwar, 

10. Shri Siv Prasad, 

11. Shri Dukhi Dusadh, 

12. Shri Sudhan Rajwar, 

13. Shri Lakhan Sao, 

14. Shri Aklu Modi, 

15. Shri Rohan Mallick, 

16. Shri Kedar Mali, 

17. Ram Kishun Hazra, 

18. Shri Ishwar Dusadh, 
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SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

As discussed with the Secretary R.C.M.S. Bhowra Branch 
19 Permanent wagon loaders namely S/Shri Mohammed Mia, 
Goblnda Bhuia, Abash Mia, Alima Mia, Sobran Bhuia, 
Mahabir Roy, Lakhan Roy, Pati Rajwar, Kista Rajwar, 
Shiv Prasad, Hiralal Mallick, Dukhi Dusadh, Sudhan Rajwar, 
Lakhan Sao, Aklu Modi, Rohan Mallick, Kedar Mali, Ram 
Kishun Hazra and Ishwar Dusadh were transferred from wagon 
loading to underground to work as U/G. Loaders under 
letter No. B(N)/76/M.I./92-97 dated 20-1-76 of the mange- 
ment. Out of these Sri Gobinda Bhuia has resigned and Sri 
Hiralal Mallick has joined as Shale Picker. The rest of the 
workmen have been representing through their union for 
being allowed as Wagon Loader. After prolonged discussion 
the under mentioned terms of settlement were arrived at 
between the above mentioned parties:— - — 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. That S/Shri Mohammed Mia, Abash Mia, Alima Mia, 
Sobran Bhuia, Mahabir Roy, Lakhan Roy, Pati Rajwar, 
Kista Rajwar, Shiv Prasad, Dukhi Dusadh, Sudhan Rajwar, 
Lakhan Sao, Aklu Modi, Rohan Mallick, Kedar Mali, 
Ram Kishun Hazra and Ishwar Dusadh, shall report as 
permanent wagon loader at Bhowra (N) Colliery on and 
from 26-5-76 

2. That the period of absence from 27-1-76 to 25-5-76 shall 
be treated as leave without pay but those whose earn 
leave are due shall be paid their leave wages. 


14. Shrl Rohan Mallick 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

15. Shrj Alima Mia 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

16. Shrl Kedar Mali 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

17. Shri Ram Kishun Hazra 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

18. Shri Ishwar Dusadh 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

WITNESSES:— 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

Copy to. — (1) Asstt. Labour Commissioner (C). 

(2) Regional Labour Commissioner (Q. 

(3) Chief Labour Commissioner (C), New Delhi, 

(4) The Secretary to the Government of India, 

Ministry of Labour, New Delhi. 

(5) Presiding Officer, Tribunal No. HI, Dhanbad. 

(6) Chief Personnel Manager, BCCL, Karmik Bha- 
wan, P.O. Saraidhela, Dhanbad. 

Signature: — Signature: — 


3. A copy of this settlement shall be submitted to Labour 
Court Tribunal No. Ill as the dispute bearing case No. 
L C-2/76 stands amicably resolved. 

Signatures of parties. — Signature of parties,— 

Representing Employer — Representing Workmen — 

1. Shri C.K.V.N. Rao Sd/- 1. R.C.M.S. represented by 

Shri Md. Hafiz Ansari, 
Asstt. Secy. 

2, Shri B.D. Singh Sd/- 2. Shri Mahammad Mia, 

Sd/- L.T.I. 

3. Shri Abash Mia, 

Sd/- L.T.I. 

4. Shri Sobran Bhuia, 

Sd/- L.T.I, 

5. Shri Mahabir Roy 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

6. Shri Lakhan Roy 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

7. Shri Pati Rajwar 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

8. Shri Kista 
Sd/- L.T.I, 

9. Shri Siv Prasad 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

10. Shrl Dukhi Dusadh 
Sd/-L.T,I, 

11. Shri Sudhan Rajwar 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

12. Shri Lakhan Sao 
Sd/ -L.T.I. 

13. Shri Aklu Modi 

Sd/- L.T.I. 


Representing Management Representing Workmen. 

1. Shri C.K.V.N. Rao I. DCMS represented by Sri 

Sd/- Md. Hafiz Ansari, 

Asstt. Secretary. 

Sd/- 

2. Shri B.D. Singh 2. Shri Mahamad Mia 

Sd/- Sd/- L.T.I. 

3. Shri Abash Mia. 

Sd/- L.T.I. 

4. Shri Alima Mia 
Sd/- L.T.I, 

5. Shri Sobran Bhuia, 

Sd/- L.T.I. 

6. Shri Mahbir Roy 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

7. Shri Lakhan Roy 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

8. Pati Rajwar 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

9. Shri Kista Rajwar. 

Sd/- L.T.I. 

10. Shri Siv Prasad 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

11. Shri Dukhi Dusadh 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

12. Shri Sudhan Rajwar 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

13. Shri Lakhan Sao 
Sd/- L.T.I, 

14. Shri Aklu Modi 
Sd/- L.T.I. 
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15. Shrl Rohan Maffick 
Sd /- L.T.I. 

16. Shri Kedar Mali, 

Sd/- L.T.I. 

17. Shri Ram Kishun Hazra 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

18. Shri Ishwar Dusadh 
Sd/- L.T.I. 

WITNESS.— 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer. 
[No. Z-20025 /3 /78-D-IU( A)] 


New Delhi, the 15th February, 1978 

S.O. 664, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Collieries of Messrs Tata Iron & Steel Company 
Limited, Jamadoba, Post Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad, 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 10th February, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-Cf/M- 
LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 5 1977 

Old No. 21 of 1974 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Collieries 
of M/s. Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., Jamadoba, 
P.O. Jealgora, Dist. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Congress Mazdoor Sangh, 
Bihar, Jorapokhar No. 1, P.O. Jealgora, Dist. 
Dhanbad. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Sri S. B. Sanyal and Sri N. C. Ganguly, 
Advocates. 

For Workmen — None. 

INDUSTRY: Coal STATE: Bihar 


Dhanbad, the 4th February, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference U/S 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, by the Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour 
under Order No. L-2012/53/74-LRII dated the 12th Sep- 
tember 1974. The schedule is extrated below : — 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of the Collieries of M/s. Tata 
Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., are justified in not making 
payment of overtime wages at the rate of one and 
half times of the ordinary rates of wages to the 
Clerical and Supervisory staff for working on Sun- 
days ? If not, to what relief are the concerned work- 
men entitled ? 

2 . The dispute was sponsored by the President, Congress 
Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar, Jorapokhar No. 1, P.O. Jealgora, Dist. 
Dhanbad. The matter was brought before the Conciliation 


Officer who submitted his failure report dated 9-5-74 when 
the present reference was made. 

3. The dispute relates to the payment of overtime wages 
at the rate of one and half times of the ordinary rates of 
wages to the Clerical and Supervisory staff for working on 
Sundays. The management involved in the case are M/s. 
Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. 

4. A preliminary point has been raised on behalf of the 
management that the union operating in the collieries under 
the management of the Tatas is the Congress Mazdoor Sangh 
affiliated to I.N.T.U.C. and they arc the representative union 
in the Collieries. On the 22nd March ’74 union named Con- 
gress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar, gave a strike notice direct to 
the Divisional Manager of the collieries along with a charter 
of demands. Prior to the issuance of the said strike notice 
no demand was raised before the management of the indi- 
vidual collieries and/or with the management of the Central 
Office. In the charter of demands no point was mentioned 
with regard to the supervisory staff. 

5. It is accordingly contended that the Bihar Congress 
Mazdoor Sangh is not a representative union which confers 
on them the right to raise an industrial dispute with the 
management and the members of the said union are not 
directly or substantially interested in the dispute and mem- 
bers of the said union are not the employees of the Tatas. 
It Is also contended that there being no demand concerning 
the supervisory staff, any reference concerning them is in 
incompetent and in fact the whole reference is incompetent 
as it has not been sponsored by a representative union of 
the workmen of the Tatas. 

6. On behalf of the union it is said that the issue of rep- 
resentative union is quite irrelevent. The dispute has been 
validly raised and the Tribunal has got the jurisdiction to 
adjudicate the dispute. The Congress Mazdoor Sangh repre- 
sents a substantial number of workmen and the dispute 
raised is an industrial dispute. 

7. From the order-sheet it appears that on 22-10-75 a peti- 
tion was filed by the management calling for certain docu- 
ments from the union. The same was, however, not filed 
on 20-11-75 and none was present on behalf of the union. 
The then Presiding Officer fixed 24-1-76 for hearing of the 
preliminary point and directed the union to file the docu- 
ments 15 days earlier. But on that date no step was taken 
and none appeared on behalf of the union. No step was taken 
on 21-2-76 and again on 1-4-76 and the matter was kept 
pending. On 30-4 76 President of the union appeared and 
submitted that documents would be produced on the date 
of hearing. 

8. The matter was heard by the learned Presiding Officer 
on 30-8-1976 and the order is on record. But in fact no 
order was passed and the Congress Mazdoor Sangh was again 
directed to file papers called for within 15 days from the 
date of noting that order. 

9. The matter has been heard de novo. None was pre- 
sent on behalf of the union and the employers were repre- 
sented by Sri S. B. Sanyal, Advocate and other Advocates. 
He has contended that there was no industrial dispute at any 
material time as the dispute had not been raised by a union 
of which the employees are the members. He has further 
contended that even there was no demand by a body of 
workmen. The Congress Mazdoor Sangh docs not exist as a 
representative of the workmen and even if it existed it did 
not represent. Therefore, any demand raised by that union 
is not an Industrial dispute and reference accordingly is in- 
competent. 

10. His another argument is that the demand submitted 
along with the strike notice did not contain a word with respect 
to the supervisory staff and accordingly reference concerning 
them is also incompetent. 

11. In support of his first contention he has referred to the 
case Bombay Union of Journalists and others Vs, The “Hindu" 
Bombay and another, 1961 (II) L.L.J. 436 and to another case 
reported in 1964 Supreme Court 473 Western India Match 
Co. Ltd., Vs. their workmen. In support of his second con- 
tention he has relied on the case of Sindhu Resettlement Cor- 
portion Ltd., Vs. Industrial Tribunal, Gujarat and others 1968 
(I) L.L.J. 834. 
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12. If wo refer to the strike notice, Ext. M-3, it would be 
clear that in the charter of demands there is no reference 
regarding the supervisory staff and consequently to that extent 
at least the reference is incompetent. The case of Sindhu 
Resettlement Corporation Ltd., is entirely on this point. What 
happened in this case was that Respondent No. 3 who was 
originally an employee of Sindhu Resettlement Corporation 
Ltd., of which Sindhu Hotchicf was a subsidiary was employed 
by the latter and got confirmed. His services were terminat- 
ed by Sindhu Hotchief and was paid retrenchment compen- 
sation. He then approached the Sindhu Resettlement Corpo- 
ration Ltd., for posting order and demanded retrenchment 
compensation which was refused. An industrial dispute was 
raised and a reference was made not only with respect to his 
wages but also for reinstatement. The Tribunal ordered re- 
instatement nnd payment of wages. In appeal one of the 
points raised was that the dispute raised was one relating 
retrenchment compensation and the Government had no 
jurisdiction to refer the dispute regarding reinstatement. This 
argument was accepted and it was he id that the reference 
was incompetent. 

13. In the instant case also as there was no demand with 
respect to the supervisory staff to that extent at least the refe- 
rence is not competent. 

14. Let us now take up the second point. Ext. M-l dated 
8th/15ih October, 1976 is a letter sent to the Registrar Trade 
Unions and the Labour Commissioner, Government of Bihar 
regarding registration of union, Congress Mazdoor Sangh, 
Bihar, with registration No. 863. Ext. M-2 dated 18-10-1976 
is reply from tho Deputy Registrar of Trade Unions, Bihar. 

It is mentioned in the latter that the Congress Mazdoor Sangh, 
Ragmara was registered under the Trade Unions Act, 1926 
on 31-8-1958 with registration No. 863. At that time Sri 
Siaram Singh was the President and Sri Awadcsh Narayan 
Pandcy was the General Secretary. On 19-8-1968 the name 
of the union was changed to “Janakranti Mazdoor Sangh” 
bearing the same registration number. Registration certifi- 
cate of the above union, it is said, has already been can- 
called on 30-12-1975. Registration No. 853 has been allotted 
to Cinema Karmachari Sangh, Bauxer and that too stands 
cancelled since 1-7-1968. The reference is dated 12th Sep- 
tember, 1974. As it appears front Ext. M-2 there was no 
Congress Mazdoor Sangh, but Janakranti Mazdoor Sangh 
which was functioning since 19-8-1968 with registration No, 
863 and that was cancelled on 30-12-1975. Thus on the date 
of reference there was no Congress Mazdoor Sangh Bihar, 
Jorapokhar No, 1, P.O. Jealgora. 

15. Shri H. K. Akhauri, Asstt. Chief Personnel Officer in 
the TISCO Colliery, Jamadoba has been examined to say that 
Shri B. N. Sharma, President, Congress Mazdoor Sangh Bihar 
as sponsored the reference. His evidence is that the Congress 
Mazdoor Sangh remained as registered union with No. 863 
till August, 1968. Since thereafter they are not registered. 
He says further that sometime after this reference this union 
started quoting registration No. 853 which according to Ext. 
M-2 is the number of the Cinema Karmachari Sangh, Bauxer. 

16. The oral and documentary evidence placed before me 
indicate that the Congress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar, Jorapokhar 
No. 1 was not in existence when the reference was made and 
no material has brought on record to show that it had as 
its member substantial number of workmen of the collieries of 
the Tatas. 

17. Before (he then Presiding Officer Sri D. L. Sengupta 
appearing for the workmen submitted, as it appears from his 
order dated 30-8-1976, that it was immaterial to see whether 
the union was the representative union of the workmen of the 
establishment and if that union had locus-standi to raise an 
industrial dispute. He had contended before him that the 
dispute as referred to the Tribunal was an industrial dispute 
per.se covering as it did the entire class of the clorical staff 
and the supervisors, and it was not at all necessary to raise 
a formal dispute or to spouse a formal dispute. Learned 
Advocate had referred to the case of M/s. Payen and Talbros 
Ltd. Vs, Hansraj and others 1968 F.L.R. Vol. 17 page 191. 
In this case a point was raised whether the West Delhi Maz- 
door Engineering Union had locus-standi to represent the 
workmen employed by the company and the Tribunal found 
that it was only an Individual dispute that needed spousal by 
an appreciable or substantial number of workmen or the union 
of the establishment to convert it into an industrial dispute and 


that tho gratuity scheme which formed the subject matter of 
the reference before it was a matter common to all the 
workmen and from its very nature it was an industrial 
dispute and did not need to be spoused or supported. As 80 
workmen of the establishment were members of this union 
the Tribuan! held that even a minority group of workmen 
could make a demand and thereby raise an industrial dispute. 

18. From the above it would appear that the union which 
had sponsored the dispute was actually in existence and had 
at least 80 workmen as its members and as the dispute related 
to gratuity scheme which covered the substantial number of 
workmen, rather, it was a matter common to all the work- 
men, the Tribunal held that the reference was competent and 
in the writ before the High Court the finding was upheld. 

19. in the instant case the matter is absolutely different. 
There is no material on record to show that even 15 or 20 
workmen of the Tata Collieries are members of the sponsoring 
union and if it was alive at the time when the reference was 
made. Therefore, although the matter in dispute is the 
overtime payment which covers a substantial number of work- 
men, that alone will not render it a valid industrial dispute. 

In the case of Sri Gopal Paper Mills Ltd., Vs. State of Harya- 
na 1968 Lab. I.C. 1295 a similar matter was considered 
by the High Court nnd it was held lhat it would always be 
necessary to enquire whether the union which had sponsored 
the case could fairly claim a representative character in 
such a way that its support to the case would make the 
dispute an industrial dispute, To make the dispute an indust- 
rial dispute it is not necessary that there should always be a 
resolution of a substantial or an appreciable number of work- 
men, In the Bombay Union of Journalists Vs. “Hindu” 
1961 (II L.L.J. 436 the Supreme Court laid down the crucial 
test that at the date of reference the spousal and support of 
the dispute by the union or workmen or by an appreciable 
number of them must be present, 

20. It would thus appear that as the position stands on the 
date of reference the sponsoring union was not in existence 
at all and therefore no industrial dispute could have been 
raised. Even if this sponsoring union would have not been 
registered but had been in existence on the date of reference, 
the matter would have been quite different. But in view of the 
fact that the union was not in existence at all on that date, 
it cannot by any stretch of reasoning be said to represent any 
number of workmen of the Tata Collieries and therefore 
reference made at the instance of such a union is not com- 
petent. 

21. Thus from every aspect of the matter (he preliminary 
point succeeds and the reference is incompetent. 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-2012 / J3/74-LR.II] 

S.O. 665. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government here- 
by publishes the following award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the Industrial disputo 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Joyrampur Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Khas Jeenagora, District Dhanbad, and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 
13th February, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL- 

CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 37 of 1977 
Old No. 117 of 1975 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Joyrampur 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P. O. 
Khas Jeenagora, Djstt. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Akhil Bharitiya Shoshit 
Mazdoor Sangh, Nag Nagar, Dt. Dhanbad. 
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APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri B. Joshi, Advocates. 

For workmen — Shri Pattu Bouri, Secretary. 

INDUSTRY : Coal. STATE : Bihar. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 8th February, 1977 
AWARD 

This is a reference U/s. 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
under Order No. L-20012/94/75/DII1A dated the 23rd Sep' 
tember, 1975. The schedule is hs below : — - 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Joyrampur 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. 
Khas leenagora, Dist. Dhanbad in not regularising 
the under-mentioned workers is justified ? 

1. Shri Bona Munda 

2. Ranga Munda 

3. Sundri Munda 

4. Gangi Munda 

5. Gauri Munda 

6. Srimati Munda 

7. Adari Bouri. 

8. Bahadur Bouri 

9. Amela Bouri 

10. Btumji Bouri 

11. Dani Bouri 

12. Sabuna Mian 

13. Bisaukha Rajwar 

14. Kapura Bouri 

15. Haradhan Munda 

16. Akka Bouri 

17. Kujali Deshwali 

18. Vijay Bouri 

19. Aneda Bouri 

20. Bini Kamin 

21. Ichha Kamin 

22. Bedni Bouri 

23. Budhu Bouri 

24. Khandu Bouri 

25. Dhaklna Bouri 

26. Arjun Bouri 

27. Gaur Bouri 

28. Sati Bouri 

29. Sati Lilamuni Manjhin 

If not, to what relief are the said workmen entitled and 
from what dates 7 

2, 29 workmen have raised the question for their regu- 
Iarisation m the .Toyrampur Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd,, and that is the point for adjudication. 

3, The failure report dated 30th/31st May 75 is on record 
but it is not possible to gather as to what was the case of 
the parties before the Conciliation Officer. The only thing 
which we can get from it is that the President, Akhil Bhartiya 
^uoshit Mazdoor Sangh had filed a representation dated 
7-4-75 for regularisation of the concerned workmen in the 
Joyrampur Colliery. The management's stand was that 
they arc having a pool of 129 casual wagon loaders and a 
pool of 165 badli workers and they were not being provided 
work daily as the job on which they were employed was 
of casual nature, 

4, The union has filed a written statement on behalf of the 
workmen stating therein that they are changed in miscel- 
laneous jobs for which a separate register is maintained by 
the management. But only one type of job has been shown in 
respect to them with a view to prevent them from completing 


the requisite number of days to claim permanency. It is 
said that the work on which they are engazed are coal 
cutting, loading, hard coke manufacture and the job of 
trammers which arc all of permanent nature and there is 
absolutely no reason why they should not be made per- 
manent, as they are in employment for the last 10 to 12 
years regularly. 

5. It is further said that the attendance filed before the 
Conciliation Officer Indicated that the workmen had quali- 
fied themselves for regularisation. Tt is accordingly prayed 
that they may be regularised aod given such other reliefs 
which may be available to them, 

6. On behalf of the management there is a written state- 
ment contending inter-alia that the reference is vague and 
the union which has sponsored the dispute has no locus- 
standi and therefore, there is no industrial dispute and as 
such the reference is incompetent. 

7. Tt is further said that they are all casual/badli workers 
and mainly engaged in loading extra wagons above the 
average allotment and they are also engaged in other casual 
and temporary jobs as and when required. It is always 
necessary to maintain a number of casual workers on the 
colliery roll to meet the requirements of wagon loading and 
incidental jobs. Their employment being of a casual nature 
there is never any possibility of providing them with a regu- 
lar and permanent work particularly because the allotment 
of wagons is always fluctuating. 

8. Their case also is that even assuming that the workers 
had been working as casual W'orkers for a number of years, 
that by itself will not confer any right on them to be per- 
manent when no permanent job is available. The manage- 
ment cannot be forced to provide permanent posts to the 
casual workers. 

9. It is accordingly submitted that the workmen have no 
case and are entitled to no relief. 

10. There is a rejoinder on behalf of the workmen stating 
therein that the reference is not vague and they are casual/ 
badli according to the management although they are per- 
forming permanent nature of job. It is denied that there is 
no workload available to regularise them. 

11. In support of the case the management has examined 
Sri G. V. Dhurde, Manager of the colliery, WW-2 and has 
produced statement of wagon allotment for the period 
1-1-74 to 30-6 74 and for 1-7-75 to 31-12-75 Exts. M-l, 
extracted from Form ‘B’ register Ext. M-2 and statement of 
attendance of the casual/badli workers of Joyrampur Col- 
liery for 1973, 1974 & 1975, Ext. M-3. There is also the 
Standing Order which has probably been filed to show as to 
what is badli or substitute work. 

12. Ext. M-l manifestly indicates that the placement of 
wagons had been very erratic which means that the manage- 
ment could not have provided all the 85 casual/badli 
workers with job regularly everyday. Ext. M-3 is a list of 
casual /badli workers ycarwlse and their attendance for the 
years 1973, 1974 & 1975, Ext, M-2 shows that most of the 
concerned workmen have been appointed after the take 
ever and they have been placed in the category of casual 
workmen. Tn view of the insufficient allotment of wagons, I 
do not think it could have been possible for the management 
to provide job to these workmen and to others in the casual 
pool regularly on all the working days of the year. If the 
placement had been so erratic it cannot be said that the 
management has not been fair in dealing with these work- 
men and has indulged in unfair labour practice. 

13. Shri G. V, Bhurde has beon working as Manager of 
Joyrampur Colliery from June 1973 to April 1976 and his 
evidence is that during his time supply of wagons has been 
verv erratic. He says that when the placement of wagons was 
sufficient they used to employ larger number of loaders and 
when it was inadequate the number used to bo reduced. He 
has proved Ext. M-l, M-2 & M-3. His evidence is that the 
29 concerned workmen were employed only when wagons 
were available. He says further that among the wagon 
loaders there are two types of casuals, one listed and the 
other unlisted and these concerned workmen are among 
the unlisted. According to him preference for job is given 
to those who are listed and thereafter to those who me 



680 


THE G AZE TTE OF INDIA : MARCH 4, 1978/PHALGUNA 13, 1899 [Pam II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


unlisted. In cross-examination this evidence is that when he 
joined there wns a list of casual wagon loaders but he cannot 
say how it was prepared, Even those who are unlisted 
casuals are getting employment in the colliery whenever it 
is available. He has stated that on the days when these 
concerned workmen are employed, their attendant is mark- 
ed by the leading Munshi and the employment is provided 
on the requirement given by the Loading Clerk. He says 
that sometimes they used to take persons from other col- 
lieries as well when the requirements used to be large. He 
denied the suggestion that these concerned workmen have 
been rendered idle deliberately so that they might not be 
eligible for being permanent. 

14. WW-1 is Baguna Mia, one of the concerned workmen, 
Her evidence is that placement of wagons was erratic and 
the was not getting employment regularly. Only when the 
allotment of wagon was adequate she was employed. Her 
evidence further is that among the concerned workmen only 
she, Aloka and Kajli arc idle and the rest are getting em- 
ployment as and when available. She admits that all of 
them arc casual. Identical is the evidence of WW-2. 

15. It would thus appear that so far as oral evidence is 
concerned the case of the management is established and 
the documents on record further strengthen. The position of 
the management. Therefore, no case for regularisation of 
these concerned workmen arises and the management cannot 
be asked to make them permanent. 


under Order No. L-20012/95/75/DIIIA dated 17th Sep- 
tember, 1975. The schedule is as below : — 

SCHEDULE 


Whether the action of the management of Joyrampur 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
P. O. Khas Jcenagora, Dist. Dfianbad in not regu- 
larising the following workers is justified ? 

(1) Shri Kapura Bouri 
i (2) Sri Paudi Pandit 

(3) Shrimati Jitani Mian Kamin 

(4) Sri Suga Paswan 

(5) Sri Rambalak Paswan 

(6) Sri Diga Paswan 

(7) Sri Bilo Gope (Tilo Cope) 

(8) Sri Hasmuddin Mia 
,(S) Sri Bhola Mian and 
(10) Sri Anik Bhuia 


If not, to what relief are the said workmen entitled and 
Irom what dates ? 


2. The dispute relates to the regularisation of the con- 
cerned workmen in the Joyrampur Colliery of M/s. Bharat 
Coking Ccal Ltd. 


16. So far as the allegation of vagueness is concerned I 
do not find there is any and on the point of the represen- 
tative character of the union no evidence has been led in 
this case. Therefore, it is not possible to express any opinion 
about it. 

17, As Iho posititon stands, I find that the demand of 
the workmen is not a tall acceptable and it Is not possible 
for the management to regularise them. They are entitled 
to no relief. 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012/94/75-D. HI. A] 

S.O. 666, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), fhe Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the Indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Joyrampur Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited, Post Office Khas Jcenagora, District Dhanbad, 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 1 4th February, 1978. 

CENTRA!, GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM. 

LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 


3. There is a failure report dated 31-5-75 on record, but 
it is not possible to find out as what was the case of the 
parties before the Conciliation Officer. The failure report 
shows that President of Akhil Bhartiya Shoshit Mazdoor 
Sangh had raised the dispute with respect to 27 workmen 
who are casuals complaining that they had not been regu- 
larised. Other facts are lacking as 1 have said that a copy 
cf their representation and the management’s comments 
thereon have not been forwarded to the Tribunal. 

4. In the written statement filed by the union for the 
workmen it is said that they are engaged on miscellaneous 
jobs and a register is maintained with respect to the same- 
but the management has shown only ono type of job and 
during the conciliation proceeding submitted a statement 
showing their attendance on that particular job. All the 
jobs done by them are of permanent nature like coal cutting, 
loading, hard coke manufacture and the job of trammer, 
but purposely full week days work had not been given to 
(hem in order to prevent them from getting regularised. Being 
in service for more than 10 to 12 years they have qualified 
for being permanent and regularised. Prayer is to regularise 
them and to give them the reliefs claimed. 

5. In their written statement the management have 
ret up a case that it is not an indusrtial dispute as the 
concerned union is not competent to raise the same. Besides 
the reference iB vague and indefinite and no award can be 
given. 


Reference No. 35 of 1977 
Old No. 113 of 1975 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Joyrampur 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P, O. 
Khas iJeenagora, Dist. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Akhil Bhartiya Shqshit 
Mazdoor Sangh, Nag Nagar, Dt. Dhanbad. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri B, Joshi, Advocate. 

For Workmen— Shri Puttu Bouri, General Secretary. 
INDUSTRY : Coal. STATE : Bihar. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 7th February, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference U/s 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, by the Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour 


6. Case is that the Joyrampur Colliery at the relevant 
time used to sell raw coal, coke and hard coke. But 
the demand for them has greately decreased and availability 
of transport is erratic. Consequently, this colliery maintains 
a casual pool of un-skilled workers who are employed onfy 
when extra hands are needed on a particular date. It is 
neither possible to do way with their services nor it is possi- 
ble to provide them with permanent and full employment. 
As the concerned workman arc only a fraction of more than 
200 casual workers employed in the colliery, there can be 
no justification to give them any preferential treatment. None 
of them has worked continuously for one year on any perma- 
nent post and a» such according to the Certified Standing 
Orders they cannot have any claim for permanent post. It 
is accordingly submitted that the workmen have no case 
and no award can be passed in their favour. 

7. There is a rejoinder on behalf of the union stating 
therein that the reference is not vague and although the 
workmen are casual /badli according to the management, 
in fact they are performing permanent nature of work since 
long and are entitled for regularisation. It is uiso said 
(he SI. No. (5) Rambalak Paswan, SI. No. (4) Sri Saga 
Paswan, SI. No. (9) Sri Bhola Mian and SI. No, (6) Sri 
Diga Paswan have already been regularised but others have 
not for no justification. 
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8. In support of their case parties have entered into 
evidence and have examined witnesses. WW-2 is Pitttu Bouri 
who is the Secretary of the Bhartlya Shoshit Mazdoor Sangh 
According to him there are 150 members in his union out 
of the total man-power strength of about 3000. He says 
further that he has submitted a return to the Trade Union 
Registrar in which he had given 29 loaders and 10 others 
showing them as members of his union. Learned Advocate 
has referred to the case of the State of Punjab S. Gondhnrn 
Transport Co. (P) Ltd. and others, 1947 Vol. TI S.C.L.J. 
277. The company dismisssed three of its workmen and 
retrenched another employee subsequently. The District 
Motor Transport Workers Union raised a dispute with the 
management on the 17th of November, 1960 and demanded 
reinstatement as well as ^lyment of retrenchment compen- 
sation regarding the workmen who were retrenched. The 18 
workmen had supported the demand out of which 13 were 
dismissed workers of the company. The State Govt, was 
of the view that as a substantial number of workmen had 
not spoused the cause of the dismissed workmen, there was 
no industrial dispute which could be referred for adjudi- 
cation. There were 60 workmen employed in he Concern. 
At first the State Govt, refused to make reference but subse- 
quently it did and point was raised before the Labour Court 
tnat it was not an industrial dispute U/S 2-K of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act in asmueh as the case of the work- 
men had not been spoused by a substantial body of the work- 
men of the company. The Labour Court however did not 
agree with this view. The company filed a writ in the High 
Court and the plea of the management was accepted that 
since the dispute had not been sponsored by a substantial 
body of workmen the order of reference was incompetent. 
The matter went up to the Supreme Court and their Lord- 
ships accepted the view expressed by the High Court. It has 
been contended before me that in view of the above deci- 
sion, it is not an industrial dispute as it has been raised 
by a union which represents only a fraction of the total 
number of workmen employed in the company. As the posi- 
tion stands that view should prevail. 

9. I may however refer to the case of Workmen Vs. 

Dharampal Premchand reported in 1965 (I) L.L.J. 668. In 
this case their Lordships of the Supreme Court considered 
the decision of the same Court in the Bombay Union of 
Journalists Vs. the “Hindu" 1961 (II) L.L.J. 436 and came 
to hold that the observations in that case would not be read 
as faying down any hard-and-fast rule in the matter. They 
were of the opinion that a union might validly raise dispute, 
though It might be a minority union of workmen employed 
in an establishment. The point for consideraion in such a 
case would be whether the union which has sponsored the 
case can fairly claim a representative character in such a 
way that its support to the case would make the dispute an 
Industrial dispute. In the instant case only a fraction of the 
workmen of the establishment are members of this union and 
the dispute relates only to regularization of 10 workmen of 
whom 4 have already been regularised. Therefore, It cannot 
be said that this minority union is in a position to raise a 
dispute which may in substance become an industrial dis- 
pute covering a large number of workmen. y 

10. On he consideration of the available materials and the 
Taw on the point, my concluded opinion is that it Is not an 
industrial dispute as it has not been raised by a union re- 
presenting a substantial number of workmen of the estab- 
lishment or the dispute has not been sponsored by a sub- 
stantial number of workmen of that establishment having 
community of interest with the concerned workmen. Tf it 
is not an industrial dispute the reference may be Incompe- 
tent. 

11. On the merits f find that the concerned workmen have 
no case. Kapura Bouri WW-1 is one of the concerned work- 
men. He admits that he had always been working as a 
loading mazdoor and says that placement of wagons had 
not been uniform and sometimes no wagon was available Ht 
all. Ho says further that there are quite a large number of 
loaders in the colliery and on the days when the placement 
of wagon is in sufficient, some of the loaders have no work. 
He says that he had to sit idle from time to time when wagon 
availability was not adequate and he has always been treated 
as casual. 

12. WW-2 is the Secretary of the Bhartiya Shoshit Maz- 
door Sangh, He hIso admits that placement of wagons had 


been quite irregular and sometimes no wagon is available 
at all. He has stated that the concerned workmen are being 
denied job whereas workmen of other collieries are drafted 
there. There is, however, no evidence to that effect He 
support# tho case of the management that as and when n 
permanent post is available those unlisted casuals have been 
absorbed and says that Sri Shivnath Sao & Bhim Sao who were 
unlisted causalsi have been made permanent about two 
months back according to the recent decision of the Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd. 

13. Evidence of these two witnesses establishes that the 
workmen are in a casual pool and as and when work is avail- 
able they are employed. It is not correct say that they are 
working regularly and have acquired permanency on account 
of the length of continuous service. If it is the policy of M/s. 
Bharat Coking Coal I.td., to absorb men in the unlisted casual 
post also, I think it would be quite wise for these concerned 
workmen to wait till their term comes. 

14. MW-1 is Sri G. B, Dhurdc who is working as Manager. 
He has stated that they used to have a fist of Badli workers 
and another list of casuals. From' among them they used to 
take whenever their services were required for wagon loading, 
for hard coke manufacture and for such other work and they 
were taken in temporary vacancy of permanent workers both 
underground and surface. His evidence Is that these 
concerned workmen are among them who have been 
employed as above. He speaks about the policy 
of the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. and says that the extract 
of attendance for the year 1974 has been filed which is 
Ext, M-l. The other witness is MW-2 Shri Ram Ekbal 
Singh who is attached to the ofiice of the Personnel Depart- 
ment of tho Joyrampur Colliery. He speaks of the 
regularisatlon of the 4 concerned workmen and says that 
the remaining 6 would be made permanent after they com- 
plete 240 days on the surface and 190 days underground 
either in the casual or the substitute work. 

15. From my discussions It follows that the union which 
has sponsored the dispute Is not a representative union of this 
establishment and therefore there is no industrial dispute as 
such and the reference made is not competent, Besides, I 
find that the workmen have no case on merits as well. They 
are in the list of casuals and get employment as and when job 
is available. Therefore, they cannot claim permanency and 
regularisation. 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012/95/75-D.III(A)1 


New Delhi, the 16th February, 1978 

S.O. 667. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Maheshpur Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Kharkharee, District Dhanbad, and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 14th February, 1978, 


CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT NO. 3 DHANBAD 

Reference No. 40 of 1977 
Old No 5 of 1976 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Maheshpur 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. 
Kharkharee, Dist, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by United Coal Workers 
Union, Gandhi Road, Dhanbad. 
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APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri -S. S, Mukhcrjec, Advocate. 

For Workmen — Shri Lalit Burman. 

INDUSTRY : Coal. STATE : Bihar. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 6th February, 1978 


AWARD 


This is a reference U/S 10(l)(d) of the Industrial Dis- 
Act 1947 bv the Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour 
Snder Order No L-20012/111 /75-D.IIIA dated the 3rd 
February, 1976. The schedule is extracted below 


7. Case further is that the concerned workmen were the 
employees of a Contractor, named Hidayat Ansari, who 
used to engage them to carry out his contract jobs and their 
work used to be supervised and controlled by him and they 
were paid by the said Contractor. Consequently, it is not 
correct to say that they were stopped from work by M/s. 
Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., with effect from 18-3-1975. 

8, Case further is that Hidayat Ansari was one of the 
contractors duly registered with Maheshpur Colliery and 
the contract was for protective work underground. As he 
did not obtain the necessary licence from the appropriate 
authorities and as in the beginning of 1975 the Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., decided as a matter of policy to discontinue the 
contract system, the contract of Hidayat Ansari was termi- 
nated and the concerned workmen were accordingly render- 
ed idle. The Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. was under no obli- 
gation to provide them with job. 


SCHEDULE 


Whether the action of the management of Mahcshpur 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, P.O. 
Kharkharee, Dist. Dhanbad is justified »n stopping 
from work to S/Shri (1) R f\ Pl f f d 
(2) Swapan Mondal (3) Narad Mondal (4) Tkla 
Rajwar (5) Binod Mondal (6) Sambhu Mondal 
(7) Ruplal Mondal (8) Ram Udesh Mahato 
(9) Satyadeo Shaw and (10) Dharam Nath Gope, 
All General Hazree Mazdoors with effect from 17th 
March, 1975 ? If not, to what relief the workmen 
concerned are entitled 7 


2. 10 persons involved are all general hazree mazdoors 
and the dispute for adjudication is the stoppage of work to 
them with effect from 17th March, -1975 by the manage- 
ment of the Mahcshpur Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal 
Ltd. 


3. Failure report is dated 23-6-1975 but the representa- 
tions sent by the United Coal Workers Union and the 
comments of the management have not been forwarded to 
the Tribunal. Therefore, it is not possible to gather as 
to what was the case of the parties at the initial stage. On 
the receipt of this failure report the above reference was 
made. 

4. Case of the union on behalf of the workmen is that 
the concerned workmen were general hazree mazdoors and 
were being engaged for different jobs like those of prop 
mazdoors, line mazdoors, explosive carriers and tyndals etc. 
as required by the management in different mines /sections 
of the Maheshpur Colliery. They were all along working 
on different jobs under the orders of the Colliery Manager 
and the Asstt. Manager and though they were directly 
employed on those jobs the management used to make pay- 
ment to them through one Hidayat Ansari who had nothing 
to do with their employment or the performance of jobs 
by them, This according to them was an unfair labour 
practice indulged by the management to tbc detriment of 
the workmen, 

5. It is further said that they represented to the Union 
which by a letter dated 16-1-1975 took up the matter with 
the management. After they were stopped from work the 
union again took up the matter by their letter dated 
18-3-1975, but nothing was done and then the conciliation 
proceeding started under the A.L.C. Before him the manage- 
ment took up a pica that they were working under a Con- 
tractor, Hidayat Ansari, whose contract having been termi- 
nated in March 1975 the workmen also lost their job. It 
is contended that this was a false plea taken by the manage- 
ment and accordingly prayer is for reinstatement with full 
back wages and regularisation in the categories according 
to the jobs performed. 

6. On behalf of the employer it is said that the reference 
is incompetent as there is no relationship of employer and 
employee between the parties and therefore there can be no 
industrial dispute. It is further said that the concerned 
union had also no locus-standi to raise the dispute on be- 
half of the workmen and on that account also the reference 
is not valid. 


9. Accordingly, submission is that the case set up by the 
union for the workmen is absolutely unfounded and they 
were entitled to no relief. 

10. There is a rejoinder on behalf of the workmen but 
nothing has been said therein except that the Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., should produce documents to show that Hidayat 
Ansari was the Contractor, 


11. In support of the case parties have entered into evi- 
dence and while the union has examined one witness Shri 
Ruplal Mondal, one of the concerned workmen, the manage- 
ment has also examined Shri P. B. Bhowmik, Asstt, Manager 
of the Colliery. The management has also produced two 
Form B registers Exts. M-l & M-1,/1, Contractor’s payment 
register. Ext. M-2 and wage sheets Ext. M-3 series. The 
union has produced slips Ext. W-l scries. 


12. Except Ext. M-2 the other documents give negative 
evidence in as much as they show that in Form B registers 
name of these workmen does not appear and they had never 
been paid wages in 1974 on Ext. M-3 series. So far as Ext. 
M-2 is concerned, I find that Hidayat Ansari has been men- 
tioned a« a contractor and the work done through him on 
different dates and amount paid to him have been mention- 
ed. In token of payment he has signed. Every page has 
been signed by the Manager and the Asstt. Manager and 
also the person preparing the statement. Description of jobs 
has also been given like carrying of props, carrying of sleep- 
ers, dusting and timbering line joining etc. There is no rea- 
son to suppose that this register has been manufactured for 
the purpose of this case. 

13. To counteract the effect of this register the union has 
produced quite a large number of slips Ext. W-l series 
bearing the signature of Manager and in almost all of 
them the name of the workmen engaged on jobs has also 
been given. Argument has been raised that if they had not 
been the workmen of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., em- 
ployed at Maheshpur Colliery, those slips could not have 
been issued by the Manager. To me, however, it appears 
that the very fact that slips were Issued on different dates 
mentioning the job to be done and the name of persons to 
be employed is a strong circumstance to indicate that they 
were not the workmen of the Maheshpur Colliery otherwise 
there was absolutely no reason to issue slips. It was put 
to MW-1 and his answer is that he used to sign on the slips 
when Contractor’s workmen were employed in the colliery 
for some emergency work and it was done so that they could 
know the number of workmen employed and the volume 
of work done by them on the basis of which payment was 
made to the contractor. To a question whether these slips 
Indicate that the workmen were engaged for different time- 
rated jobs, answer of the witness is that the slips were issued 
not because they were engaged in time-rated job, rather, to 
know the volume of work done by the contractor’s men. 
Subsequently, he has explained as to how the calculation is 
made on the volume of work done by the contractor’s men. 

14. It would thus appear that there is a document on re- 
cord to show that Hidayat Ansari was a Contractor employ- 
ed at Maheshpur Colliery for doing odd jobs. The slips 
which have been produced on behalf of the workmen do 
not lead to the conclusion that they were employed by the 
colliery itself and not by the contractor and were paid by 
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the colliery management. WW-1 has stated that they were 
working in the colliery for about two and half years from 
before take over. He cannot say what was the basis of 
payment of bonus and admits that they were not the mem- 
bers of the Provident Fund Scheme during the time of pri- 
vate management and even after take over. He says that 
at the time of take over some others were members of the 
Provident Fund Scheme but they were not. He also admits 
that they never got profit sharing bonus at any time either 
before or after take over although others used to get it. He 
has stated that during the management of private owner they 
were paid on vouchers although some other workmen used 
to be paid on pay sheets. His evidence is that after take 
over they were paid on pay sheets, but I have already re- 
ferred to Ext. M-3 series wherein their name is not men- 
tioned which means that payment was not made to them 
by the management of the Muheshpur Colliery. His evi- 
dence further is that during the time of private company or 
even after take over their name was not recorded in Bahali 
Khata (Form B register). If they had been in the employ- 
ment of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., there is no reason 
why their name would not have been mentioned in Form B 
register. 

15. The witness no doubt denies that they were working 
under a contractor and goes to this extent that he has never 
heard the name of Hidayat Ansari. But his evidence shows 
that they could not have been in the employment of Mahesh- 
pur Colliery at any time. MW-1 was in that colliery as 
Assistant Manager from 1976. He knows all the concerned 
workmen and says that they were working under Hidayat 
Ansari. Referring to Form B registers Exls. M-I & M-t/1. 
his evidence is that only name of those employees is noted 
in them who are workmen of the colliery, So far as wage 
sheets are concerned, he says that only those workmen of 
the colliery who are paid wages by the management are 
noted in the wage sheets and none others. He says that it 
was in 1975 that the contract system was abolished. Re- 
ferring to Hidayat Ansari he says that he had employed 14 
to 15 workmen including these 10 in the reference and work 
order used to be given to the contractor by the Manager. 
The register Ext. M-2 supports him on the ooint. Witness 
further says that sometimes when necessary the colliery used 
to employ workmen of the contractor for certain jobs men- 
'tioned in Ext. M-2, but payment used to be made to the 
contractor on the volume of work done. I have already re- 
ferred to his evidence with regard to Ext. W-l. 

16. ft has been argued on behalf of (he union that unless 
there is a proper proof that there was a valid contract, it 
cannot be accepted that Hidayat Ansari was a contractor 
and these workmen were employed bv him. Shrl Burman 
has referrtd to the Contract Labour (Regulation and Aboli- 
tion) Act in this connection. Tn mv opinion, it is not at 
all necessary for us to enter into the question whether the 
contract to Hidayat Ansari was valid or not as (hat is be- 
yond the scope of the present reference. The point is whe- 
ther the concerned workmen were in the service of Hidayat 
Ansari or were the employees of Maheshpur Colliery and 
not that whether (he contract was valid or invalid. 

27. It is thus manifest that the evidence, both oral and 
documentary, is not enough to establish that the concerned 
workmen were employees of Maheshpur Colliery and (hat 
beinjj so it is very much correct to say (hat (here was no 
relationship of employer and employee between the parties. 
In that view of the matter, no industrial dispute could have 
been raised and the reference may be said to be invalid and 
incompetent. As the position stands, the auestion of stop- 
page of work to the concerned workmen bv (he manage- 
ment of Maheshpur Collierv under M/s, Bharat Coking Coal 
Ltd., does not arise and the workmen are entitled to no 
relief. 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-200I2/111/75-D. IWA)] 
S. H. S. IYER, Desk Officer 
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New Delhi, the 17th February, 1978 

S.O. 668,— In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Coal Mines 
Labour Welfare Fund Act, 1947 (32 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby exempts with effect on and from the 
date of Publication of the notification in the Official Gazette 
and upto 1978-79, lignite of whatever description, despatch- 
ed from the collieries in India, from the levy of the duty of 
excise referred to in the said sub-section. 


rNo. S-21014 / 1 /76-M.1I] 
P. K. SEN, Under Secy, 


New Delhi, the 16th February, 1978 

S.O, 669. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Indore (Madhya Pradesh) in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Churcha Colliery of Western Coalfields Limit- 
ed, District Surguja (Madhya Pradesh) and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 13th 
February, 1978. 

IN THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, MADHYA 
PRADESH, INDORE 

Reference No. 5/I.T. 1976 

(In the matter of a Reference u/s 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947.) 

BETWEEN 


Management of Churcha Colliery District Sugguia (M.P.) 

— First Party, 


AND 


The Workman Mohd. Amin represented by — Bharatiya 
Khan Mozdoor Sangh, Surgnja — Second Party, 

APPEARANCES : 


Shrf Suresh Jhangiani, Advocate — for the First-party. 
Shri B, P. Mishra, Advocate — for the Second-party, 


AWARD 


In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 7A and 
Clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 the Central Government has referred the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Churcha Colliery, Surguja and their work- 
man Mohd. Amin in respect of the following matter for 
adjudication of this Tribunal : — 

"Whether the action of the management of Chur ha 
Colliery of Western Coalfields Ltd., Post Office 
Churcha, District Surguja (Madhya Pradesh) in 
stopping from work Shri Mohd. Amin, under ground 
Loder of Churcha Colliery with effect from 7-7-73 
is justified? If not, to what relief is the said work- 
man entitled?” 

2. The Management of the Churcha Colliery is represent- 
ed by Shri Suresh Jhangiani, Advocate while the workman 
Mohd. Amin is represented by Shri B. P. Mishra, Advocate. 
A notice was also issued to Mohd. Amin, the workman con- 
cerned, but he did not put in appearance. 

3. During the pendency of this reference, parties have 
filed a compromise petition on 6-1-1978 which is duly sign- 
ed by the workman Mohd. Amin and the Management of 
Churcha Colliery, praying for an award in terms of ihe 
settlement stated therein. 
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4. The terms of the compromise are as under : 


(i) The Management will reinstate Shri Mohd. Amin to 

the post from which he was dismissed without 
back wages, 

(ii) Shri Mohd. Amin gives up all his claim for any 

back-wages or any other relief. 

(iii) Shri Mohd. Amin expressess his regret for miscon- 

duct committed by him and assures the manage- 
ment that he will do his duty sincerely, honestly in 
future, 

(iv) The parties shall bear their own costs. 

5. After hearing both the sides and taking into considera- 
tion the facts and circumstances of the case, the terms of 
settlement embodied in the petition appear to be fair and 
reasonable, It would, therefore be proper to make an award 
In terms of the settlement. 

6. I, therefore, make the following award : — 

“The Management shall reinstate Mohd. Amin to the 
post from which he was dismissed without back- 
wages within thirty days of the publication of this 
Award under Section 17 of the Act." 

7. Parties shall bear their own costs as incurred. 

Indore, Dt. the 15th January, 1978. 

S. M. N. RA1NA, Presiding OffUer 
[No.L-22012(8)/76-D.III(B)/D.IV(3)] 
BHUPENDRA NATH, Desk Officer 

New Delhi, the 25th February, 1978 

S.O. 670,, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Madras in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Indian Bank, Madras and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 6-2-78. 

BEFORE THIRU K. SEUVARATNAM, B.A„ B.L., 

PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
MADRAS 

(Constituted by the Central Government) 

Tuesday, the 24th day of January, 1978 

Industrial dispute No 65 of 1976 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
between the workmen and the Management of In- 
dian Bank, Madras.) 

BETWEEN 


The workmen requested by The Secretary General, The 
Federation of Indian Bank Employees' Union, 39, 
Second Line Beach, Madras, 

AND 

The General Manager, Indian Bank, 17, North Beach 
Road, Madras- 1. 

REFERENCE : 

Order No. L-1201 1 /20/76-D. 1IA, dated 10-12-1976 of 
the Ministry of Labour, Government of India. 

This dispute coming on for final hearing on Saturday, the 
7th day of January, 1978 upon perusing the reference, claim 
and counter statements and all other material papers on re- 
cord and upon hearing the arguments of Thiru N.G.R. 
Prasad, Partner of Thiruvalargal Row and Reddy and K. 
Chandru, Advocates for the workmen and of Thiruvalargal 
G. Venkataraman and R, Jamal Nazeem for Thiruvalargal 
Aiyar and Dolia, Advocates for the Management and this dis- 
pute having stood over till this day for consideration, this 
Tribunal made the following. 

AWARD 

This is art Industrial Dispute under Section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication between the 


Management of Indian Bank. Madras and their workmen in 
Ihe matter of supply of shoes to Subordinate Staff employed 
in their Delhi and New Delhi branches. 

(2) The following is the reference : 

Whether the action of the Management of the Indian 
Bank, Madras in proposing to restrict and reduce the 
conventional supply of shoes to Subordinate Staff 
employed in their Delhi and New Delhi branches in 
accordance with the provisions of para 17.4 of the 
Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-66 between the 
Bank Managements and their workmen is justified ? 
If not to what relief are the said workmen entitled ? 

(3) The following averments are made in the Claim State- 
ment filed on behalf of the Petitioner-workmen. There wan 
a Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-1966 between the Manage- 
ment and the Petitioner Federation, Under which he Sub- 
staff arc to be supplied with a pair of cotton uniform every 
year. Under para 17.4 of the Bipartite Settlement only cer- 
tain categories of sub-staff, viz., armed guards, etc., were to 
be supplied shoes. So far as the Respondent Bank was con- 
cerned, it was supplying the Sub-staff working in the New 
Delhi & Karol Bagh branches a pair of shoes as well along 
with the cotton uniforms every year from their inception The 
categories of sub-staff who were supplied with a pair of shoes 
were not confined to the categories) of sub-staff contemplated 
under the Bipartite Settlement, but it was extended to other 
sub-staff such as peons, etc. This had become a condition 
of service by the practice being followed for over 15 years. 
While so in 1969. the Agent of the two branches in New 
Delhi stopped the supply of shoes lo the categories of sub- 
staff except those mentioned in para 17.4 of the settlement. 
Am the workmen agitated over the stoppage and were prefer- 
ring complaints to the Assistant Labour Commissioner, New 
Delhi, the practice was restored. Again in 1970, the Manage- 
ment stopped the supply of uhoes and again the matter was 
repotted to the Assistant Labour Commissioner, New Delhi 
and the Management, on the intervention of Assistant Labour 
Commissioner, resumed supplying of shoes till 1975. In 
1976, the Respondent Management put up a notice dated 
29-1-1976 under Section 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act 
intimating the workmen that they were stopped the practice 
of supply of shoes to the categories of sub-staff other than 
those mentioned in para 17.4 of the Bipartite Settlement, The 
reason given by the Management for stopping the benefit of 
supply of shoes was that it became impossible for them to 
supply to the two branches alone as a number of branches 
were opened in Delhi and New Delhi region. The reason 
set out by the Management is not proper because even while 
they arc supplying h pair of shoes to the two branches there 
were other branches in other places who are not conferred 
(he same benefit. Even during the conciliation proceedings 
the Petitioner Union offered that they would rest content 
if the practice was continued in the two branches and they 
would not press for supply of shoes in the other branches. 
But it was not accepted by the Management. There was no 
proper notice under Section 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act 
as it was not issued by the Board of Directors of the Bank 
or the Managing Director, but by the Staff Superintendent 
who is not an employer as contemplated under the Industrial 
Disputes Act, The Respondent cannot alter the condition of 
service applicable to the employees, prior to the rationalisa- 
tion, without following the procedure prescribed under Sec- 
tion 19 of the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer 
of Undertaking) Act, 1970. Therefore the change adversely 
affecting the conditions of service of the employee?) is illegal 
and also opposed to the Nationalisation Act 1970. Hence the 
Management js to be directed by this Tribunal to restore the 
practice of giving a pair of shoes to the other categories of 
subordinate staff in Delhi and New Delhi branches for the 
year 1976 and in future as well. 

(4) The Respondent Management filed a counter, wherein 
they contend as follows. The reference itself is incompetent 
and not maintainable in view of para 22.6 of the Bipartite 
Settlement which prohibits further demand by the workmen 
involving financial outlay which might affect all the banks 
covered by the Settlement. Even on merits, the Union has 
no justification for the claim for the following reasons:, 
Under para 17.4 of the Bipartite Settlement, the persons who 
are entitled to supply of shoes are Watchman, Armed Guards 
Electricians, Air Conditioning Plant Helpers) and Drivers and 
other categories of subordinate staff were not eligible. Having 
regard to the agitation by the workmen working in the Delhi 
and New Delhi Region and the pressure exerted on the 
Management, the Management was supplying shoes to the 
subordinate staff at branches of Karol Bagh and New Delhi. 
Originally, there were two branches in New Delhi Region, 
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10 more branches were opened after Nationalisation. Conse- 
quently, the number of subordinate staff was increased to 
about 1704, tf this concession is extended to all subordinate 
staff in all branches in New Delhi region, it would cause 
financial burden. Hence the Management thought fit to dis- 
continue the unomoty of supply of shoes to all the cate- 
gories of subordinate staff in those two branches and it was 
done in accordance with clause 17.4 of the Bipartite 
settlement. The supply of shoes was not voluntary and they 
had lo supply due to pressure and agitation by the workmen, 
Therefore the practice of supply of shoes cannot be equated 
with the condition of service. The notice under Section 9A 
was given by the competent Officer representing the Bank. 
The petitioner Union had misconceived the position of law 
invoking the provisions of the Banking Companies (Acquisi- 
tion and Transfer of Undertaking) Act, 1970. The supply 
of shoes is only a concession or privilege which cun be 
changed by the Respondent by giving notice under Section 
9A of the Industrial Disputes Act. Therefore, (here is no 
merit in the claim of the Union and it is liable to be dis- 
missed. 

(5) ISSUE : In answering the issue referred to this Tri- 
bunal, the only point that arises for consideration is whether 
the supply of a pair of shoes to New Delhi and Karol Bugh 
of Indian Bank is a condition of service as contended by 
the Union or is merely a concession shown by the Manage- 
ment. 

(6) Under para 17.4 of Ex. M-22, the Bipartite Settle- 
ment between the Indian Banks’ Association and All India 
Bank Employees Association, Watchmen, Armed Guards, Elec- 
tricians, Aircondilioning Plant Helpers and Drivers are to be 
supplied with a pair of shoes once in two years. So far as 
the two branches arc concerned, their claim is that the 
Management was supplying a pair of shoes every year for 
the past 15 years not only to the subordinate staff contem- 
plaled under the Bipartite Settlement, but also to the other 
staff working in the two branches and such a practice of 
supply came to acquire the status of condition of service and 
such a condition of service could not be changed by the 
Management by stopping the supply of shoes, The conten- 
tion of the Management is that the practice of supplying 
a pair of shoes to the two branches was not a condition of 
service and was a concession extracted by the workmen by 
agitation like direct action and pressure and such a con- 
cession which was extracted from the Management cannot 
be equated with a condition of service. Originally, they did 
not very much bother about the supply of a pair of shoes 
as there were only two branches in New Delhi Region, but 
in recent past, Ihc number of branches swelled and there 
were about 1704 workmen and that being so. the supply 
of shoes to all branches would have far 'caching financial 
implication and there was no reason why the two branches 
should be favoured and others should be discriminated. 

(7) On the side of the Management Thiru O. Murugesan, 
Officer of the Personnel Department, Central Office, Madras 
was examined to substantiate (heir case in what circumstances 
a pair of shoes was supplied every year to the two branches 
at Delhi. His evidence is that in two branches, there was 
agitation by the subordinate staff and (hat fact was intimated 
to the Head Qualers id Madras by a letter Ex. M-3. Fx. M-4 
is the telex message from the Indian Bank, New Delhi to 
the Madras Central Office for according sanction for the 
supply of shoes and Ex. M-5, the reply to the telex message 
and Ex. M-4, was given to the New Delhi Branch by the 
Management permitting him to supply shoes and intimating 
the fact that the records would show that they were supplied 
a pair of shoes only once in two years. Ex, M-6 is another 
telex message permitting him to supply only for that year, 
Vi*., 197! only. Ex. M-7 is a letter intimating the New 
Delhi branch to supply shoes to subordinate staff for the 
year 1972 alone. F.xs. M-8, M-9 and M-10 arc the letters 
for permitting subordinate staff for the supply of shoes for 
the respective years upto 1974. Fxs. M il, M-12 and M-13 
are the correspondence between the Central Office of the 
Bank, Madras and the branches of the Bank at New Delhi, 
in the matter of supply of shoes, From the correspondence 
it is quite clear that the supply wa s not voluntary and they 
were supplying shoes outside the clause 174 of the Bipartite 
settlement by coercive measures taken by the subordinate 


(8) On the side of the Union Fx. W-l dated 1-12-1969 
is filed and it is a report to th c Assistant Labour Commfs- 
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sioner(C), New Delhi complaining that thc Agent had stopped 
the supply of a pair of shoes unjustly as such requesting 
him to intervene and take up the matter. Ex. \y-2 is a reply 
dated 27-12-1969 by the Management to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner, New Delhi intimating the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner that if -they were supplying shoes, it was by 
way of goodwill towards the employees and that will not 
affect their right to stop the practice of supply of shoes if 
they felt it unnecessary and too expensive and it was only 
an extra benefit conferred and it would not be claimed as 
a part of service conditions which are governed by Bipartite 
settlement and they had agreed to supply shoes without pre- 
judice to their right to stop this practice in future. Ex, W-3, 
dated 5-2-1970 is a letter by the General Secretary to the 
Conciliation Officer commenting on thc letter received from 
thc Management. Ex. W-4 is a letter by the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner dated 10-2-1970 intimating the Union 
since the Bank had already issued shoes to the members of 
the subordinate staff the cause of grievance is no longer 
existed and the matter was closed. Ex. W-5 is a letter 
dated 11-6-1970 from thc Union to the Management com- 
plaining about the delay in the matter of supply of clothing 
and pair of shoes. Ex. W-6 ri a letter dated 7-8-1970 from 
the General Secretary of the Union to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner seeking intervention of the supply of shoes to 
the subordinate staff. Thc correspondence hied cn the side 
of the Union do not go to establish the fact that at any 
time they recognised it as a condition of service and every 
time they have to agitate and get the supply of shoes. There- 
fore, it is quite clear that if the Management agreed to 
supply shoes on the intervention of thc Labour Commissioner 
it was done to purchase peace, and it cannot be said that 
it assumed the character of the condition of service. There- 
fore, one thing is clear that on every occasion, the Union 
has to fight to get the supply of shoes and the supply by the 
Management was not voluntary. My finding is that the 
supply of shoes is not a condition of service and it is only 
a concession which the Management is entitled to withdraw 
at any time on the ground of financial Implication or uniform 
policy to be adopted to all banks. 

(9) Two legal objections have been raised against the 
termination of the supply of shoes to the employees of the 
two branches. The first objection is that the Notice under 
Section 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act, dated 29-1-1976 
is not in order. It is contended by thc Union that the 
Notice under Section 9A is to be given by thc employer and 
the employer in this case would mean the Board of Directors 
of the Bank or the Managing Director. But in thc instant 
case thc Notice was issued by the Superintendent who can- 
not be equated with an employer as contemplated under the 
Industrial Disputes Act. Therefore (he notice under Sec- 
tion 9A is illegal and consequently the change is illegal. 
The second contention is that the supply of shoes was a 
condition of service which was in existence oven prior to 
the Nationalisation and such a condition of service cannot 
he terminated without following thc procedure prescribed 
under Section 19 of the Banking Companies (Acquisition 
and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 1970. The second con- 
tention is based on assumption by the workmen that the supply 
of shoes was a condition of sendee. The evidence as I 
pointed out earlier does not establish the fact that the supply 
of shoes was a condition of service, but u benefit conferred 
on the employees. Therefore the workmen are not entitled 
to invoke thc provisions of thc Banking Companies (Acqui- 
sition and Transfer of Undertaking) Act, 1970. As regards 
Ihe first legal objection, viz., issue of notice under Section 9A, 
it is contended by the workmen that under Schedule IV 
item 8 of the Industrial Disputes Act, the supply of shoes 
is a concession or privilege which could be validly changed 
by the Respondent Bank by giving a notice of change under 
Section 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act. Thc Union con- 
cedes that (he Management have complied with the require- 
ment of law by giving a nolice under Section 9A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act under Ex. W-7, dated 29-1-1976, but 
what they contend is that it is a notice given by the Superin- 
tendent and as such it is not valid. I do not agree with 
the contention of the Union because there is no prohibition 
against the Management to delegate its powers to act for 
the Management to their own agent, manager or principal 
officer of the corporation and the person so delegated can 
act on behalf of the Managing Director or Board of 
Directors. Exs. M-23 and M-24 allocate the work of all 
the Senior Officers and among then Ihe Superintendent is 
one. who is authorised to act on behalf of the Management 
and in the instant case, the Superintendent has acted on 
behalf of thc Management as their agent. Therefore, there 
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is nothing illegal If the notice under Section 9A was given 
by the Superintendent on behalf of the Management. Hence 
there is no substance in the contention of the Union that 
the notice under Section 9A issued by the Superintendent is 
not valid. 

(10) In the result, an Award is passed justifying the 
action of the Management in stopping the supply of shoes 
to the two branches of Indian Bank at Delhi and New Delhi. 

Dated, this 24th day of January, 1978. 

K. SELVARATNAM, Industrial Tribunal. 

WITNESSES EXAMINED 

For workmen — Nil. 

For Management — M.W. 1— Thirtt G. Murgesan, Officer, 
Personnel Department. 

DOCUMENTS MARKED 

For workmen : 

Ex. W-l/1-12-69 — Letter from the Indian Bank Workers’ 
Organisation to the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), New Delhi regarding non-supply of 
shoes to the subordinate staff, (copy). 

Ex. W-2/27-12-69 — Reply letter to the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C), New Delhi to Ex. W-l. (copy). 

Ex. W-3/J-2-70 — Letter from the Indian Bank Workers' 
Organisation to the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), New Delhi regarding non-supply of 
shoes to subordinate staff, (copy). 

Ex. W-4/ 10-2-70— Letter from the Assistant labour 
Commissioner (C), Delhi to the Union closing the 
case. (copy). 

Ex. W-5/1 1-6-70 — Letter from the Union to the Manage- 
ment regarding non-supply of summer uniform 
and pairs of shoes to the subordinate staff, 
(copy). 

Ex. W-6/7-8-76— Letter from the Union to the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C), New Delhi regarding 
non-supply of shoes to the subordinate staff, 
(copy). 

Ex. W-7/29-1 76 — Notice under section 9A of the I. D, 
Act, 1947 given by the Bank. (copy). 

Ex. W-8 /23-2-76 — Letter from the Union to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central), Madras for ini- 
tiating conciliation proceedings, (copy). 

Ex, W-9/25-2-76 — Reply by the Bank to Ex. W-8 
(copy). 

Ex, W-10 — -Annual Report of the Bank for the year 
1976. 

For Management : 

Ex. M-l/9-6-71 — Letter from the Indian Bank, New 
Delhi to the Central Office of the Bank, Madras 
regarding supply of shoes to Sub-staff, (copy). 

Ex. M-2/28-7-71 — Letter from the Central Office of 
the Bank, Madras, in reply to Ex. M-l. (copy). 

Ex. M-3/2-8-71 — Letter from the Indian Bank, New 
Delhi to the Central Office of the Bank, Madras 
about the. supply of shoes, (copy). 

Ex. M-4/6'8-71 — Telex message from the Indian Bank, 
New Delhi to the Madras Central Office for ac- 
cording sanction for the supply of shoes, (copy). 

Ex. M-5/6-8-71 — Reply Telex message to Ex. M-4 
(copy). 

Ex. M-6/7-8-71- — Telex message from Central Office of 
the Bank, Madras to New Delhi Branch allowing 
supply of shoes to Sub-staff for this year, (copy). 

Ex. M-7/28-4-72 — Letter from the Central Office of the 
Bank to New Delhi Branch allowing supply of 
shoes to Sub-staff for the current year (copy), 

Ex. M-8/12-6-73 — -Letter from the Indian Bank, New 
Delhi Branch to the Central Office of the Rank, 


Madras for permission to supply shoes for 1973. 

(copy). 

Ex. M-9/19-6-73 — Reply letter from the Central Office 
of the Bank to New Delhi Branch permitting to 
supply shoes to Sub-staff for 1973. (copy). 

Ex. M-10/20-4-74 — Reply letter from the Central 
Office of the Bank to New Delhi Branch permitling 
to supply shoes to Sub-staff for 1974. (copy). 

Ex. M-l 1/2-6-65 — Letters from the Central Office of the 
Bank, Madras to the District Manager of the 
Bank, New Delhi regarding supply of shoes, 
/(copy). 

Ex, M-12/29-7-75— Repeat — (copy). 

Ex, M-13 /18-10-75 — Letter from the Central Office of 
the Bank, Madras to the Regional Manager of the 
Bank, New Delhi regarding supply of shoes, (copy). 

Ex. M-14/2-1-75— Repeat — (copy). 

Ex. M-15 /29-1-76 — Same as Ex. W-7. 

Ex. M-16/2-2-76 — Letter from the Central Office of the 
Bank, Madras to the Branches at New Delhi stating 
to enclose the notices u/s. 9A of the I.D. Act, 1947. 
(copy). 

Ex. M-17/23-4-76 — Conciliation failure report, (copy). 

Ex. M-18/29-6-76 — Letter from the. Bank to the Under 
Secretary, Department of Revenue and Banklmg, 
Government of India regarding supply of shoes, 
(copy). 

Ex. M-19/16-6-53 — Power of Attorney in favour of 
Thiru P. C.hilliah Staff Superintendent of the 
Bank, (Photostat copy). 

Ex. M-20 — Statement showing the financial implications 
for supplying shoes. 

Ex, M-21 — Statement showing the strength of subordi- 
nate staff working in New Delhi/Delhi Branches of 
the Bank. 

Ex. M-22-— Bipartite settlements between Indian Banks' 
Association and All India Bank Employees’ Asso- 
ciation. 

Ex. M-23/29-5-76— Circular No. 24/76 of the Bank 
allocating the responsibilities of senior officers of 
the Bank. 

Ex. M-24/29-1 1-75 — Circular No. 32/75 of the Bank 
allocating the responsibilities of senior officers of the 
Bank. 

(Sd.) 

K. SELVARATNAM, Industrial Tribunal 
[F, No. E- 1201 1/20 /76-D.iI A] 
R. P. NARULA, Under Secy. 

Note : — Parties are directed to take return of their 
document /s within six months from the date of 
the Award. 


IWI 

(ThSE* faxmt) 

sniir 

19 7 8 

Iffe WIo 67 1. — TFTo Wo 92 («). — tRTIT, rqu) (faffflnT) 
srfaftfftr, 1968 ( 19 6 8 Tt 45 ) tlRT 1 0 9 gRt ffW UtftCTf 
*rr ufffa qRff jjff, stuff) msr us m fa t>*rr sRwrrr 

h UPPtW wfa RUTf'W RpjfaR) <Pt, (ffufafT) 

xrfafatw, 1968 ( 1968 Tf 45) S1KT 40 41 % gufftff 
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Wirer aw rraTO: ar* 4 , ma/awrp 13 , 1899 


ft, fftRfftfwa weft % rrfft gw, ftfft fafaftre arar war 
^ fteff t, waftf:-- 

AWft TOlfftd raftawr — 

(w) WRT raft Bjftf ft, f>F£ ATT wfftfAAW aft UTO 42 
% WTOtff ft. WSfta Waft ATW r«ft ft f^Ttr rrpm !f, 
whjtot aar rrftaT, fafaffter ar #ir, starr ar nftaT 
*ffr fATOT AR A%aT : 7715 TO WA WW% WTTT AT^a; 

% wiro fjr ftftr waft wa rnrrf aft wfftfcr fAfp ^nif 
ft ar aft ?ft aftr wrr ft* if at?as aw apt fttr tot 
far* (war $ft 1 

(*) aftf^R) If favr fftrfr sirfeH % qar aro if aft wnjaiTT 
*fnr nftraT faraaw $sr wr ns if nr % arfft* a rft 
«ffr waaw waftra wnjww «Hrft, fafAfftn ara arr aar 
a ta ft fare £ ar rr^h-n 1 : h aa to wa wft (*4*iri Fra; 
if fww) <traw ir mi? fftrr aq ?f rftr wrrft war wrirf 
aft, ?aft ftfft wfftafftw wreff ft wsfYa tp jjq, fafro 
ft* if Aft ar fftar ftt : — 

( 1 ) TAWAWr ft ART AWTOR affTR fft sfR WTTA ftft 
afrar aft fftfftfwraf *ff flvri gw raft fair*": 
wfftawff aft, ftr ftatfA gwrrc-ifpp fAftww aft 
fta; ft awr an a fjf tfhc fftrraft wfaawfrffT aft 
raTftta rflarwt if aw fraa |, ar a» ?f tfR 
grp wfwa.Rl if waaft afafe TAWAwr hhiwaw 
if ARr ftr a), 

( 2 ) rawawr wrqTOrt as aw aftr faror % fftq, raw 
fa tow (tow, tfra wtr waftw fftaa) fftaa, 
1969 if fftfp ftfft if, ftarr ratar rfR Arror 

wnft aftaT, 

( 3 ) arfftfroa aft arrr 43 % wwfi % wtrfta tfjt 
|q, raWaR waft ira wtffta afTwr % wi?r 
wriraff ftr vnjwwi wVr wfiff aft wro arfVr 
arfirw wrft ftr fwwra raifwK aw art^ awa wt4 
■Tijf aft. a 1 1 

[ftowro i3i/5/78*rao fa°II qa: 1 / 78 ] 

WfoWTo 67 2. — *To «flo B3(w). — %wffa WTWR, rWW fpTOW 
wfwfftTO, 1968 ( 1968 Wf 45) aft OTTT 39 Wl WWHRf ( 4 ) % 
wu (») ^ wrw qfeser wrt i i 4 jrt tow wfftfifti aw wfttw 
arrft jq, rft4 fwrow (wrrrwrof aw towi) faww, 1970 if 
wwfww arrft ^7 fwq fftrw%f*w fftaw awrefr |, wwfq: — 

1. ftftfwr titw afrr wr^w: — (1) ?w fftwwf aw axw Rrft 
fftTOW (wwrwrof ar toto) rfwfro fftww, 1978 ^ 1 

(2) ft tiwto *f jrawww aft wrftw wf sr^w ^fft 1 

2. rarf fftftww (TOTwroft aw totw) faww, 1970 if, faww 
3 if, arnr (w) % from farafftfirw qftr: rroffarrw to: 
Rnfrw fftq wnfft, TOft^; — 

"(w) afti ftwr *wftp fwwif raHawr aw waftw aflww 5ft 
wft wr fftwft raft faftww amiif % fwq wtot wrarft 
% fftq aftr-fTO m afftm a fwwr war q> 1 
rrofrarrw 1 - — ftrf wrffti fftww wwrfftw rafta^R ft wrw asw ft 
awr effw wrw aft wafw ww fftsj % ww ft awft fftwr 
^ ftk fftwaw wtw ftft jRifftw raftawr ft stwtwto 
to ^ifftw aR fftwr wat |, rawaro ft TOfwr aftww 
aiwr rmiTT WTqwr 1 


raacfaRW 2 — aw fftnw ft, ‘raft fftTOW wrorw 1 ft with twt 
fftqw, 1962 ft wrw 1 2 wr, raft (fftftsrw) wswtftw, 
1968 raft (fftftaw) wfafwaa, 1968 (1968 ar 
45 ) at waft wwtw TOtq wq fawft fftaw ar wiftar 
ft waaftf aw fttf wrrfaa wfftfta t 1 " 

[fto 9Wo 131/5/78TOO fTio II-fto 2/78] 

atTo wio 67 3. — 1W° MTo 94(»f) ftwffq WTOWr, Rift 
(fATOfW) WfllfftAW, 1968 (l968 aw 45) afl KTRT 114 IRT 

tow wfnwff aw srafw aRft jq, raw fftaww (tow, aftrr ftfr 
wfttft faro) faaw, 1968 ft wfr wsiniA aRftftfftq fanfwfwa 
fftaw awrftr waftf: — 

1. (i) ftnrftf awwrwraft faaraw (tow, ftfw artr 
wftift faaa) mfftuw faaw, 19 78 )f i 

( 2 ) ft ttwto ft wawarw ftf wrff* aft s^w afft i 

2 . raft fftftaw (waw, afrw ftfr sffttft fftaa) fftaw, lses 
(fftr^' ^wft ^wft toww ww fawftf ft aw ft fftfawr fftar tot 
t) ft frow 1 1 ft, wr (1) ft wrorwr (a) ft wwrq; Pfrw- 
frrfro ww*<ja (w) wrowTffter faar wtwat, wafrf: — 

"(w) ft wwrfwfr raftawr ftt stwtIww rawawrf jrt TOjawf 

ft AW ftfr fWAW ft ft URT 109 ft Wlffft 

ftf of Tjff aw wwwtw awft aw fawr awft It, waa 
rfo ftf» qrfo 13 ft ftwr ft wfftffrp, ww faaftf ft 
rfw«a tow rr» ftto qrro narft qw iaar wwt TOffti” 

3 . to; faaftf ft, faaw 1 3 ft aroiq fataftrfwer faaa rwa - 
r«rrfftw fftar wrqaT, wafq : — 

" 13 -a;. waiffta raftawff jrt wrff fftq atw aift arawr 

( 1 ) wear; waifWa raftawr, ftr raft wr^aw’f aw aa wt 
fftra aRwr wrfta; aroa^R ft rraa qa; arwwr 
wrtf aftrrr 1 

( 2 ) weftar arror ft faRfwfwa fttar — 

(i) airor aft aw towt, 

(ii) arror wrff fftq wrft ftf errftf*, 

(iii) arror Wirt airft arft aaiffta raftawr aw aia 
*ftr awr, 

(iv) wrr ®afw aw ara rflr awr fftft aiwar wrff 
Mr tot I, 

(v) tot wt faaa fftq aq rmjaw ar afta rfr 
wrr WT^jaw ft TOifiro raft ar *nr rfla af?ar, 

(vi) arror wrft arrft arif aarfaw rawanr ft ^renwr, 
ftfr 

(vii) war *qfw ft pwTwr fftft argwr wrrf fftar aar 

I 1 

( 3 ) ara* aiwar aw at afaaf ft ftair fawr wiqar ifir 

AWTaarr rfaatfftrr fftar wrqaT; w^aa faaffa aft 
ft fwq aft ftaarawf aw aata fftar wrqaT 1 

(4) arwar aft p-rf arfw, sraTparr raftawr im atiiKnf\w 
aft wTqftf affr airor ftf jjw afft wrr «afw aft ftf 
wrqftl fftir arror wrd faar aar $ 1 
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(5) fffqq mwa, qq qff ft, frmff 

fff q? qrqpqq q-mfffT $ q?qq7T ^ffqqf qrq ff q?q 
fff qff Art (Tqfff % ftrq fffqT ^77 |” 

4. f^q-rff % qffffffsq ff, 

(nr) mf^T ff» 4 N ^ 0-4 ff aqqq q 7 fqrqffffdq w wi 
am^TT qqlff; : — 

"qirqffo ifto qqo 4 

[fffqq fl( l) fffarr] 

wrffqq q* qqq ft 

?qffqqr % w ? qqrqqiq % fffq arrffqq-qq 
(41 mir, vm qr 4 tt q ?ff ttz fftfffir) 
ffqrff, 


qffiqq, 

$ (xW im7t Jf) 

(qqqqmqpff) 

wrq 5 ?r ft fffqm 7 «rrq 

fffffw qrrnr 5 fff Tqffqqr *rrff arrff qq qqmqijr srarq fffqi 
qrr^ 1 

2. ff (fffffqar) qfafwr, 1 968 ( X 9 6 8 qq 45) 

ff qqfffft qq %ffx qqff qffM srtit qij fV^Y fqqfff, WTffaff ft* 
faffifi qq q*n qq qqprqw qff A qff fern arrq, fqsmifft fffq 
arffT qq qiaro ®F7ff qq qqqr *a> <qi i p i 

3 . #4 qqnqqw ff f*nj 1 a« afta to *x ft $ *flr qqff 
qrwwqq 4 wqrqr qtfh e ffl to qfff qqff qT«r wiq q?7 

f i 

4. ff 10 URqTt, 1963 % qflff, irq <*ff ff Wpfp qq>T 
ffT FrffqqT Y W If qrRTTT ^TITT 7^1 f I 

SWTT 

ff ft ff 3 ^wr qq wa p, 4t 

sprrwqw ff» — mr^r qqm f ftr ff — 

ff, aqffqqr % qq Jr ruff qqff 4 qWt q^rqqr qiTqr T??r p i 

wqi 

ff . — % ff) — — % qqfrqr % qq Jr 

qqq <fi7qT qpr p fffqqff ®fffprfl Tnjsiffn q» 1 

fffa #4 qqffffrq ff q;q ff *mr ijqqw waqfffq *57 faur t i 

3iqqT 

*f qqrfqrr w4qq7/qq4Pi7 ft R’qrq p ft 7 wanrro p i 
t ^rr ^ar-sRqRfWp 4t f*fr wfuFurq art ar-cr 2 % qraq (ar) 
ir qqiqfaqifqq «4Vpr7t qT i 

*mr 

ff % qrtfto,4t fq qqFiw a« 

qrw, qqifnqr qqron: % qq *r quraqiir qiTq 

qrrqr 4 fYrer 7pr p qfk ff T7i% qrq qp qf%q 

qiTff qrar qqiam OT qq TfT p fV ijFt 7y«WK vt 
qrqwqr qffaqr t i 

5. ff4 qqafqqff % fqqft #fq t wftq qraqx 

ff qil^ qinq fw | i 


flqqT 

ffff TqafrTTf % jqqfq qff qqffq % qtftq qqqq7 ff 

1 qq 

7 ° qq qfw fqfqT ^ faqnT ff 7 o 4 7 1 qr Tpff 

^ i q qfl qqqqr qqrqqq, qqroqTr fffqqqffqff qTTtqr 
ff qrq qff ^ 4tqq qfqffqiq q?7ff qq qqq ffqr p i 

6. ff , qqff (qwrtf wranq Yr) qi’m'r <fr 4t qfimt qapq 

qrqtfi p i 

7. ff 5T7T qffqqi qqar p f4 fffl yq Tqqqqfi ftx 
fffimq ^ siT^rq, wff 4t qf qnqqFqqff qffq >j7i' | i 

qrrqqqi Yi pamaq qi »ii]3 qq fqanq 

«rrq 

qrfrar 

qqrfffq fqrqr anqr tfqrffrrqaflqsffiflqt fqrarpqfff 
qq qrqiqq qq fffqr »mr ^ 5ff7 ff 1 1 qqffqq; % qpqxq 
fffqqffffiyq t : — 

(*) 

(,) 

tAt 4 r ffff wqqqTfq't 77 kqr | 1 

qratu — Timr awn: ffi qrffffq qrftrqqft ff ^xqnnx 

qfrq'rrqm 1 


qqnqqiq ffl arrrff qrqff qi% q^fffq wftpfqTt im qrfffq 
qnffiq 1 

?WTST7 

wrrq 

qrfnq 

anfl ffftrqqqqpqwqff ffam 

qqrqqjr fffq riff ft fnfrar ” 

(qr) qqq ff» qto i^qo 9 ff Tqqq q7 fffiqfffiffrq qqq 
tst qnrrqr, wqffj;: — 

"qqq ffo 41® 9 

[fffqq 6 ( 3 ) fffffR] 

^JC 

qqm 

PTTrf— — 

i S miw fr fat? 

ffr4r fffqqqff qr q?^rq ft-^ wTq^ - 

fqq? qraff ff fqq Tqiq 4 ) ■ — -fqqyq T^nq 

— — ff ffffffq fflq 1 7 0 

am qr 7 fft |, arq-. ^qfft qiAu 
10 ff ( qq4 (roq- 

»w) arffffffqq, 1 968 (l968 

qq 45 ) qftq qqff wtftq qrmr 
qq fqqqf, wiffaff iflr fffffaff ff 
qqqqqf qqT Tfqff *nff ffl qf 
wf ff arsfiq 7?ff prr, aqotqqq 

ff ft ff srfqjrrq fffqr qrror |; 

qqT qf qqiam Tqff HT7q> ff 
4 fqqqii 7 r qqr ffffffqFq ’|qr, unr 
qqr fff sff stTT so ff qrtffft qr 



[sts 3 ( ii )] 


srs ss thss; srt 4 , ma/ssRjs is, iso9 
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tmr 39 ( 4 ) («r) % sr^si 
f wefts S^eTtS^S SRffSTSnr 1 
(f (WaST fStSffffS STdf ft v 1 i 
£S TS WrIST ff ST S 141 — 

stt ssnsss f ^sf srnff fr 

Wltjfsff % HS-ffTS SS *»TrX^TT 

srsf ss sw srs sft in stst t 1 


sst It fk s? ss% srs ffs ssr ffft sijffs wftjssft irt 
stf skt st fffkrw % ftpr £irt ffsr sttist 1 

ssffs wfsjsTd f ^rttisr 

sssts 

wn 

Tift'S 

skr — 


WSST 

Sir ssms f wf srst sit arcr 109 f wefts ft sf 
f WRfs WTVjW f sR-fsssi ss +ksk srft tt ?r wfs 
ftunsr^ 1 

S5 wsrsisr ?sf um ft ssfl fsfksr ffsss ir ffsr 

( s) 5)T* rT T S 0 ft O SS o ] 3 f TNlf fSMfnlf 5 9^4 

"WPS 

srfssr ss sts wk 44 r 
asms fo 


sff srtf ssrfss *sfsiR ffst ftrq ft sffirrw % fss 
sissr sirs $ ft i(f fsrw sit fffffkst asms f sf ssfr $fst 

wfwwsr jttwt sr froj fr fsfffssst 

xh So fsn^ss srs srsts.s ft Trm arfsssft % $tst«r 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) (a) (4) 

ftsr xivjrf, w*?^ : — 


So fto riSo-13ST 
ffSSS 1 1 ( 1 ) JffTT] 


twrftm wjrstTtt f ss wk fssis sit Swt 



^SI fsRT SST STitT 

ss 

fsss 


ssfo TTifka 

STI^SI ST STS fk ITT SST 

st fssssr ssssmtf 

ST3W7#o 

SSS Sist f 

1 2 

3 

4 5 

6 

7 

rtsi srfffs sift S 










^TTv^TT fT 0 

srrfr sft sr fo 
sfffesssr 

unff 

sfw Tsf firsf srssr STSsrisffr 
psfwr f Rssts ft srf t tsssisTss. 

ssf 

jmsnjTRr 

ff Prfss ss 

msss 

8 

9 

10 11 

12 

13 


finin' — 1 . ss sift sftsi ssf ss rs fV*rr srs ft aff fe f snff "stssi” »k ftps s 1 

2 . ss, fsss wk yp ffs art wt#t % stwsi S^rs^R f && S i jssi sr f®rr f srs ’jw sfffte ft urr^ift 1 ” 

[l^o f 0 131 / 5/73 fto fto H-fo 3 / 78 ] 


wrist 

srToWTo 674. — SiTo 3JTo 9j( X) TRSTK, PTof (ffjfTTT ) 

WftrkrJTR-, 1968 ( 1 9 G 8 Tt 45)fttTRr 1 0 9 ffTTT !KPT ?tkpf f 
VT srffr »IRf JT, imt 1T5 7PT ^tf 47 fsr itm mRT fk 
(^T f TTTWP Tltr TTft’ft'T |, arf’S! Wjff) ft, I3TP 'crftrfksrR' 

ft ETRr 3 9 ft IJTORT ( 1 ) f iT’Tf tr f SRcTT f STl ftqT PT 

fcift | ff tfft t?5 st srnjirs f ssrf, ffftftR sRf, 

4RRTCT SRf, #SR >57% fk STklR SRf f STff«Rf % SSkR 

% I^t ff«T f W Jr ffft irsrfws TsfTR srt ss sift f 
wfts T^t j-it, tsit st fsstkrT ffsr utt sfsr ff ; — 

(si) SIT SSTfks RIWSIR, fknf JRT itf ssftp ft RfT 
ssr wsf srsRmr st <t*T *sftp is sts ?sf kfurs 

TTffsrkt SRT <jnstffs SIRCIST ; 

(<s) g;ffTP SSTpSP TSfSIR TIST SSS S Tip if SSfTPSf 

ft ftrej f sr ?r s^t Tfsr fk s ffstffrr sksr; sst 


(s) IRT nsffl ft fff SfidORT fssr 3TRT |, ffft Rif 
fsSTTS PPRIR f ST STSRt f ffir ftS fTO ST 

skrs srft ffsT sst I i 

wftsRR : ss m%w it, "prf ffikrs rstts” f srs tstt ff ss, 
19 62 f STS 1 2SI, 6sf (ffSTTS) RPSTtST, 1968, Tsf (ffsfR 
RfWfSS, 1968 ( 1 9 68 SS 45) Sf SSf SlrftS SSTq S^ ffft 

fsss sr srfsr f ssfff ss sitf srtss sfs^s | i 

[fo 13 1 / 5/78 aftotfto II- 4 / 7 8] 

STo TTSSSTS, STSC sffs 

frffrw siviw ^r 
sn^tr 

s? 1 Pf wfi, 4 RRf, 1978 

W. 3 TT. 675 .— ST^-rmfrlT Tkltu - -? SffvkrRR, 1977 SST 7 T 

tf^*kr, ^ TRstw arfwpTkm'. 1968 ^ W3 
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TOW 41^4^4 1 TO TOFT TOctf F7TO7, W 

for tet, ar^-nfro, stot toV toe, e? 

m to sft 3T75T w? fror, to-f^to toto toe 

TUTTO fa Ml* l , cteM-T), Eft 3 3TE^E7, 1977 ll 3ii j il*[t SIT^EI 
^ht TEi 3TOT7 9 7\'l E) (Ap y ^,-h *-m ten ffS TO'-arfamTO 5 
to *f eto?tot TOnft f t 

[TO. F. 12(24)/73-f. ani 2 . TO® t- ^.1 
. ErWTCAWfrm, TO fa^TOi 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 1978 

S.O. 675. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
3 of Enemy Property Act, 1968, as amended by the Enemy 
Property Amendment Act, 1977, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri Adii'i Shankar Misra, Deputy Secretary, 
Government of Uttar PrTO*sh, Department of Revenue, 
Lucknow, as Deputy Custodian of Enemy Property for Uttar 
Pradesh vice Shn Shyam Krishna Rai, Under Secretary, Gov- 
ernment of Uttar Pradesh, Home, Lucknow, with effect from 
3rd October, 1977, until further orders. 

TF. No. 12(24) /73-EI&EP1 
K. V. BAEASUBRAMANIAM, Dy. Director 
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